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PRIVATE BILLS Al\"'TI RESOLUTIONS. 
Vnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 11700) grant

ing a pension to Sarah Jane Warren; to the Committee on 
Inni.lid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 11701) granting a pen ion 
to ·wmiam D. Miller; ro the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11702) granting a pension to John S. 
Combs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\.Ir. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 11703) granting a pen ion to 
Rosanora Capito; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Br Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 11704) for the 
relief of Charles T. Grady ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 11705) for the r~lief of Eugene Henry 
LeYer; to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clau e 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

5661. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Peoria (Ill.) Farm 
Bureau, the Pekin (Ill.) Association of Commerce, the Taze
well County (Ill.) Farm Bureau, and the American Distilling 
Co., favoring a duty of 10 cents per gallon on blackstrap 
molasses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5662. Also, resolutions of the Associated Coopemge Industries 
of America for legislation to abolish the Railroad Labor Board ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5663. Also, 1·esolutions of Homestead Aerie No. 769, Fraternal 
Order of Eagles, favoring modification of the Volstead Act; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5664. Also, petition of the Illinois League of Women Voters 
favoring House bill 11490 to enlarge the powers and dutie of 
the Department of Justice, etc. ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

5665. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Mrs. George R. Fear
ing, 168 Beacon Street, Boston, Mass., and George Washington 
Un~versity, Washington, D. C., recommending passage of House 
bill 11490; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5666. Also, petition of Joseph Middleby, jr. (Inc.), Boston, 
1\Ia~ ., recommending certain changes in House bill 7 456 ; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5667. By Mr. KISSEL : Petition of Graham Talking Machine 
Co., Brooklyn, N. Y., relative to the Kelly-Stephens better busi
ne$s bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
mel·ce. 

5668. Also, petition of Lawrence W. Luellen, New York City, 
N. Y .. relative to the patent laws; to the Committee on Patents. 

5669. Also, petition of Mississippi Valley Association, St. 
Louis, relative to certain public projects; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

5670. By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Petition from freight 
shipper of Leadville, Colo., protesting against passage of the 
Sweet-Capper bill ; to the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. 

SEN.ATE. 

FRIDAY, lJJ ay 19 19~~. 

(LegisZa.five d.ay of Thursday, April 20, 1922.) 

Tl1e Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
rece N . 

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the · followin~ 
communication: 

To tlle Senate: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
PRESIDllNT PRO TlilMPORE, 

Washington, D. 0., M(ll]J 19, 1922. 

Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint the Hon. 
GEORGE H. MOSES, a Senator from the State of New Hampshire, to 
perform the duties of the Chair this legislative day. 

ALBERT B. CUMMINS. 
President pro tem.pore. 

l\Ir. MOSES thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

1\lr. ROBINSON. I present a petition from citizens and busi· 
ness men of Jonesboro, Ark., protesting against the proposed 
tnx on kid gloves and urging a reduction in the duty. I 
mo>e that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr: CAPPER presented resolutions adopted by the Central 
Readmg Club and the Visiting Nurse -Association both of Kan
sas City, Kans., favoring the enactment of legisl~tion creatinoo 
a department of education, which were referred to the Com: 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented petitions of sundry citiZ'ens o:f 
Beaverton, Oarson City, Middleton, Ithaca Davison Flint 
Gagetown, Pigeon, Bay Port, Owendale, Elkt~n, Swart~ Creek: 
Durand, '!nrner, Au Gres, Mason, Twining, Saginaw, Fairgrove, 
Akron, Gilford, Reese, Bay City, Caseville, Unionville Carleton 
Waltz, Mount Clemens, Essexville, Hampton, and Lhiwood all 
in the State ~f Michig~n, praying for the imposition ~f a 
tariff duty of $2 per hundred pounds on Cuban sugar which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. ' 

He also pre ented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Johns . 
Lan~ing, Williamston, Elsie, Ovid, PotterviUe, Charlotte, Eato~ 
Rap;ds, Grand Ledge, Perry, Fowlersville Mason Flint Dans
ville, Leslie, Eden, Olivet, Vermontville, Bellevue' Webberville 
Oakley, Chapin, Vernon,. Corunna,. Owosso, Cariand, Burton: 
North Star, Ashley, Benmngton, Lamgsburg, and Flushtng all 
in the S~te of l\Iichig~, praying for the passage of an ~de
quate tariff law protecting farm products with duties at least 
as high as those contained in the so-called emergency tariff 
which were referred to the Comlllittee on Finance. ' 

Mr. WILLIS presented the petition of Florence Maurer and 
sundry other citizens of Canton, Ohio, praying for the imposi
tion in the pending tariff bill of only a moderate duty on kid 
gloves, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Jake Bauman, of Perrys
b~rg, a~d sund.ry other citizens of Perrysburg, Walbridge, and 
Lime City, all rn the State of Ohio, praying for the .imposition 
of a tariff duty of $2 per 100 pounds on Cuban sugar, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Salem, W. Va., praying for the prompt passage of an ade
quate protective tariff law based on American valuations 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. ' 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Elm 
Grove, Wheeling, Wellsburg, Bridgeport, Martins Ferry, Mounds
ville, Brook ide, Bellaire, and Warwood, all in the State of 
West Virginia, remonstrating against proposed increased duties 
on household and dress linens, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous con ent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By l\Ir. l\1cCUMBER : 
A bill ( S. 3626) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry ; and 
A bill ( S. 3627) for the relief of Michael Maher (with ac-

companying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Alfairs. 
By Mr. JOHNSON: 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 200) proposing an amendment 

.to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

TARIFF BILL AMENDMENT. 

Mr. MOSES (l\lr. CAPPER in the chair) submitted an amend
ment, intended to be proposed by him to House bill 7456, the 
tariff bill, which was referred to the Committee on Finance and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSA.GE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Overhue, 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the Hous~ had passed a bill 
(H. R. :1_1152) to authorize the Bear Mountain Hudson River 
Bridge Co. to construct and maintain a bridge across the Hud
son River near the village of Peekskill, State of New York in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. ' 

AFFAIRS IN HAITI. 

l\fr. BORAH. Mr. President, I ask permission to have printed 
in the RECORD in 8-point type a statement by a distinguisl1ed 
Haitian lawyer upon the Haitian situation. The article is very 
brief. I will not ask to have it read, but simply that it may be 
inserted in the RECORD. . 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD in 8-point type, as follows: 

HAITI'S APPEAL TO AMlilRICANS. 

(By Prof. Pierre Hudicou.rt.) 
This article embodies the more important parts of an address de

livered by Professor Hudicourt at a Popular Government Leagut! lunch
eon in Washington, February 2, 1922. The Advocate of Peace prints 
it in justice to the Haitian people, who are under obvious handicaps in 
presenting their side o! the debate on conditions in Haiti to the Amer
ican people.-Tbe Editor. 
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Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, tt is my privilege to ex
press to-day before an American gathering the sentiments of 
the entire Haitian people toward the people of America. This 
sentiment is entirely one of c6nfidence and friendliness. Living 
on the same hemisphere, having enjoyed, like you, the benefits 
derived from an independence conquered at the high price of 
prolonged suffering and bloodshed when we threw off the yoke, 
not of one, but of three Old World powers who were succes
sively determined to keep ua enslaved, the Haitian people have 
always had the same aspirations as yourselves and the same 
love of liberty and independence. Six and a half years ago 
this liberty, achieved by our forefathers not long after your 
own, was taken from us by the military forces of the United 
States. 

Well, to date, the Haitian people have never held the Ameri
can people responsible for the miseries inflicted by your mill• 
tary forces, acting, as we have always believed, under the in
spiration of commercial and financial interests and not author
ized by the Congress of the United States. And it is for this 
reason that the Haitian people have not hesitated to appeal to 
what they still believetis the tradition and the heritage of your 
country. And in this connection a few words about our O\Ql 

history may be pertinent. 
EARLY DANGERS NUMEROUS. 

The day after the proclamation of independence of the Re
public of Haiti~ on the 1st of J"anuary, 1804, our country, rav
aged by 14 years of bitter struggle, was confronted with all 
kinds of financial difficulties, which seriously handicapped our 
economic development. We were in constant fear of invasion 
by France, and our difficulties with that country were only 
solved by the payment of the heavy indemnity of 90,000,000 
francs, the interest of which proved a heavy burden. For the 
following 100 years Haiti continued more or less isolated. 
Your country itself did not recognize our independence until 
the administration of that immortal friend of mankind, Abra
ham Lincoln. We had our internal dissensions and our revolu
tions, and candor compels me to admit that in a few years be
fore the American occupation they were frequent. But, never
theless, they: were Haiti's own affairs, because in these disturb
ances no foreigners were e~er injured. We are proud and 
happy to say that under Haitian governments no American life 
was ever lost. It is important to remember al o that through
out all these years the Haitians scrupulously paid the interest 
on their external and internal debt; that is more than several 
of your own Southern States did. I think I am not mistaken 
that a number of them repudiated their financial obligation 
some years after your Civil War. Please always remember 
this when you hear talk of anarchy in Hf iti. 

PEOPLE PROTESTED AMitRICAN ACTIONS. 

Now, whatever the conditions were in Haiti, the Haitian peo
ple are united in protesting that there was no justification for 
the landing and maintenance of American forces on Haitian 
soil since 1915 ; for the seizure by American. marines of our 
customhouses, and indeed of all our revenues; for the dissolu
tion of our legislative bodies; for the use of coercive measures 
to force an unwelcome and undesired treaty upon the country; 
and to compel us to adopt a constitution by totally illegal means. 
Under Haitian civil law, and I am sure under American law, 
as indeed under law everywhere, an agreement between indi
viduals is not. binding unless the consent of both parties has 
been freely obtained. Three causes are recognized by jurispru
dence as vitiating the consent, viz, violence, error, and fraud. 
If one of these causes exists the agreement is null and void. 
These same conditions which apply to a civil agreement are 
required also by international law for any international agree
ment. It is our contention and our belief, therefore, tbat the 
convention of 1915 which holds Haiti to-day is null and void, 
and should be so declared. 

THE FACTS, 

It is not my desire or my purpose as a guest in your country 
to be critical of its actions. The facts themselves tell what 
has occurred; but I think I am justified in pointing out that 
these facts indicate that America'il action in Haiti was con
trary, first, to the formal agi."eement signed on the 18th of ·Oc
tober, 1907, at the second Hague Peace Conference, ot which 
Haiti is a signatory, relating to the necessary formalities which 
are to be carried out in case of a declaration of war, for Ameri
ca's acts against Haiti, while never so declared, were in reality 
acts of war. 

Second. America's action was contrary to the formal agree
ment signed on October 18, 1907, at the second Hague Peace 
Conference, of which Haiti is also a signatory, relating to the 
peaceful settlement of international disputes. 

Third. Contrary to the special agreement entered into on the 
7th of January, 1909, betwee the United States of America 
and Haiti, providing for the submission to the permanent court 
of arbitration est~blished at The Hague by the con<vention of 
July 26, 1899, of all di:fferences of a legal nature which may 
arise between the two countries. · 

Fourth. It is contrary to the entire spirit of the Monroe doc
trine, the first purpose of which was to defend the·weaker na
tions of America from attack by the stronger. 

America's action is contracy to the immortal principles laid • 
down in the American Constitution, which constitubJs for the 
present time the <vade mecum of all democracies. · 

.illlilRICAN VIOLATION OF A.MllRICAN PRINCIPLES. ;; 

America's action against Haiti's independence and sovereignty; 
is contrary to the d~isions of America's Supreme Court, based 
upon certain fundamental principles of international law, as 
set forth in the declaration of the rights and duties of nations 
:adopted by the American Institute of Intt!rnational Law on 
January 6, 1916, as follows: 

1. Every nation has the right to exist and to protect and to 
conserve its existence; but this right neither implies the right 
nor justifies the act of the State to protect itself or to conserve 
its existence by the commission of unlawful acts against inn~ 
cent and unoffending States. 

2. Every nation has the tight to independence in the sense 
that it has a right to the pursuit of happiness and is free to 
develop itself without interference or control from other States, 
provided that in so doing it does not interfere with or violate 
the right of other States. 

3. Every nation is, in law and before law, the equal of every, 
other nation belonging to the society of nations, and all na
tions ha'7e the right to claim and, according to the Declaration 
of Independence of the United States, " to assume among the 
powers of the earth the separate and equal station to which 
the laws of nature, and of nature's God entitle them." 

4. Every nation has the right to territory within defined 
boundaries and to exercise exclusive jurisdiction over its terri
tories and all persons, whether native or foreign, found therein. 

5. Every nation entitled to a right by the law of nations is 
entitled to have that right respected and protected by all other 
nations, for right and duty are correlative, and the right of 
one is the duty ~f all to observe. 

6. International law is at one and the same tinie both national 
and international; national in the same sense that it is the 
law of the land and applicable as surely to the decision of all 
questions involrtng its principles; international in that sense 
that it is the law of the society of nations, and applicable as 
surely to all questions between and among the members of the 
society of nations involving its principles. 

DOUBTFUL GOOD FAITH OF DECLARATIONS. 

Now, what are the motives behind the American occupation? 
Not being in touch with the State Department and the Navy 
Department of your country, I can not say. The treaty which 
was imposed upon Haiti against its will specificall~ states: 

That the United States has no aim except to insure. establish, and 
help maintain Haitian independence and the establishment of a firm _ 
and stable government ~ the Haitian people. 

Well, gentlemen, to date there has not been the slightest evi
dence in Haiti of any such purpose. Not only has the United 
States failed to carry out a single provision of the treaty which 
it composed and imposed, but every moTe has been contrary to . 
Haiti's interests, contrary to the fundamental ideas of demo
cratic government, and designed apparently merely to aid Amer
ican investors. If it were the intention of the United States to 
" aid the establishment of a firm and stable government " by 
the Haitian people, why did the United States dissolve and 
abolish all forms of representative government in our country? 
Does anyone here think that the Haitian people would be aided 
by holding them under martial law, by preventing elections, 
and by giving us every day visible proof of the utter contempt 
for the laws which the United States itself was responsible for 
at the hands of its military and civil officials? Indeed, an elec
tion of a president under the constitution which was wtitten 
for us, according to his own· boast, by Franklin Roosevelt, has 
been due, but by orders of the Marine Corps no such election 
has been held. The president who has been elected with the 
assistance of the Marine Gorps should end his term next May; 
and no one in Haiti to-day among the Haitians knows whether 
it is the purpose of your Government illegally to extend his 
term, illegally to appoint another president to office, or, indeed, 
has the slightest inkling of what the future holds. !-

i&.uim1cANs SEJlK CHEAP LABOR •• 

We are a conquered and helpless people. The United States 
has abolished every real form of self-government. The presi-
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dent himself is a mere figurehead, a device of the occupation 
to give an appearance of leg3.Iity and of democratic sanction 
to iU; own acts. We are at the mercy of the arbitrary acts of 
every .marine private, of every small civil official. We ·, h1rve 
neither recourse in law nor the right of appeal, even to higher 
authorities in the United States. Why do the American inter
ests want Haiti? For one thing, labor is cheaper there than 
almost any other place on earth. It can be obtained ·for the 
um of 20 cents a day, a fact enthusiastically boasted of in a 

recent prospectus of the Haitian-American Sugar Co., when it 
was tryl.Jig to float a loan in the United States. This prospectus 
pointed out that the average daily wage in Cuba was $1.75; in 
Haiti, 20 cents. The president of the United West Indies Cor
poration, another large American development company, which 
has acquired vast tracts of land since the Franklin Roosevelt 
constitution permitted strangers to acquire it, testified recently 
before the senatorial commission of inquiry: 

We would not invest capital in Ilaiti if we could only get 9 or 10 
per cent out of it. We believe that the prospects for inve tment of 
capital in Haiti are tar in excess of 10 per cent. 

Now, what are these development companies doing and plan
ning to do? They are planning by one means or another to 
push the little Haitian landowner off his land, the land that he 
bas held and cultivated from father to son ince our war of 
independence, when the great lave-holding estates were dis
tributed among the peasants. 

Having deprived them of their land, they will force these 
people, who have always been happy and contented, who by 
virtue of having a little piece of land all their own hnve 
never known want-to force these people, I say, to become 
homeless itinerant day laborers, workln~ at the glorious wage 
of 20 cents a day in the seasons when work is provided-that is 
to say, for only 6 months out . of the 12. During the other 
six months, robbed of their little property, GOd knO\VS what 
they will do. You will, therefore, you who have upposedly 
come to help us, have introduced the Am~rican wage sy tem 
and American unemployment in Haiti . 

.HAITI OPPosgg PROPOSED LOAN. 

In this connection I want to say a final word on a matter 
which I consider of paramount importance in obtaining a just 
settlement of the Haitian situation. While a senatorial com
mission of investigation was still on its way to Haiti on what 
purported to be the first serious investigation of the ernnts of 
the last six years, and while a resolution, I am happy to say, 
has been introduced by Senator KINo, of Utah, who was for
merly a member of that commission, calling for the withdrawal 
of the American occupation and the abrogation of the treaty 
which gives America complete financial control of the island, 
the American occupation is negotiating with American bankers 

- for a large loan with Haiti. Under the terms of this loan, 
which is made subject to the convention of 1915, the Haitian 
finances will be subject to American control for 30 year". I 
think I may say that it is the hope of those Americans who 
desire to perpetuate the American hold on Haiti to have this 
loan an accomplished fact at the earliest possible moment, so 
that the question of abrogation of the treaty will. be still further 
complicated. Haiti does not want thi loan. Haiti does not 
need this loan. But in any event I desire to protest emphati
cally against the consummation of that loan while the entire 
Haitian question is sub judice. The Haitians desire the imme
diate return of their independence and sovereignty. Let them, 
then, if they feel that they need a loan, negotiate it freely 
upon such terms as they are able to ecure. If the free 
Haitian Government should be willing to pledge a certain part 
of its revenues against such a loan, it can do so. But the loan 
now contemplated, like every other action based upon the 
illegal occupation, we repudiate in principle, and we object to 
it vehemently as an attempt to perpetuate the conditions which 
now exist. To these conditions the Haitian people will never 
consent. We have been a patient people. We have waited for 
six years in the hope and belief that the United States would 
render justice. We have not yet abandon~ that hope. and we 
shall never abandon our determination to regain the freedom 
which is our birthright. 

THiii M'CORMICK COMMISS ION. 

ow, finally, I want to protest with all the emphasis of which 
I am capable, in the name of your own immortal principles, 
against the decision rendered recently by a senatorial com
mission which went to Haiti supposedly to investigate condi
tions there. That commission had spent some weeks in the 
United States listening to the testimony of marine officers and 
bankers interested in HaitL When it came to hear the Haitian 
side to hear the story of six years of tyranny, it spent actually 
only five days on the island, of which but one and a half was 

devote? to taking testim-0ny. The i·est of that time was largely 
spent m the company .of the Marine Corp and of American in
vestors. Immediately on its return, although the commi :;ion 
had announced in Haiti that the case was by no means clo eel 
and that hearings would continue, it rendered a deci ion in a 
preliminary report. This report recommended that the marineN 
stay in Haiti; that there be no abrogation of the convention: 
that a high commissioner, who would be a "'Virtual dictator, 
should coordinate the various ciYil and military functions ; anu 
that the loan must be put through at once. Now, if thi i 
" the establishment of a firm and stable government by the 
Haitian people," I leave it to your sober judgment. For my 
part, if the United States desire to annex Haiti, to make it an 
American colony, of which America's every single act affords 
conyin~ing evidence, why not say so? Why continue the sham 
and the hypocrisy of pretending, against the will of the en
tire Haitian people, that you . ar there for philanthropic 
reasons? As I said, the Haitian people have been a patient 
people. They are a good and kindly people. But once they 
lose all hope in the honor of the United States I do not know 
what may ensue. I ask those of you "\Wlo believe in the rights 
.of liberty and independence for small countries what your 
course would be? 

ADJUTANT GE.NEB.AL PETER C. HARRIS. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, Maj. Gen. Peter C. HaITis 
has about completed his term of four years as Adjutant General 
of the United States Army. During that time he has labored 
most devotedly, working day and night, including Sundays, and 
ha made a most enviable record. 

I have here a statement by the War Department relative to 
his sernce, a memorandum which he submitted prior to his 
retirement,- and a memorandum covering his Ser ice, based on 
the records, which I have had prepared. I ask to have these 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the memoranda submitted by :Mr. 
SHEPPARD was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
WAR DEPARTME-'T STATEMEXT RELATIVE TO RE'l'IRE3.1"ENT OF lliAJ". GEN. 

PETE:R C. HARRIS. 

The application of Maj. Gen. Peter C. Harris for retirement under 
provisions of law npon expiration of his tour-year detail as Adjutant 
General of the Army on August 31, 1922, has been approved. General 
Harri has also been granted leave of absence with permii:: ion to go 
abroad from April 1, 1922, until the date of his retirement. 

• • • • • • • 
General Harris was assigned to The Adjutant General's Department 

in 1912 and appointed The Adjutant General on September 11 1918. 
For bis services in this department during the World War, ne was 
awarded the di ti:nguished sernce medal by our Government the Legion 
of Honor (commander) by France, and the Order of the crown (com
mander) by Italy. The citation of the distinguished service medal 
follows: 

• " For exceptionally '-neritorious and conspicuous service. During 
his service in The Adjutant General's Department, his zeal, energy, 
and judgment hn>e been made manifest by the reforms accomplished 
in record-keeping &ystems in the War Department and in the Army." 

When General Harris took over the office of The Adjutant General 
of the Army, August 26, 1918, the daily average number of pieces of 
mail of all classes received in the office was s~mething over 100,000. 
This daily average ro e to more than ~00,000 before the signing of 
the armistice, and during the demobilization period the number re
ceived on a single day reached 546,986. The daily average for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1919, was 297,366, as against 75,286 dur
ing the fi cal year ended June 30, 1918. For the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 191G, the la t during which normal conditions prevailed, 
the total number of pieces of mail received was 925,930, a daily aver
age of only 3,025. 

To handle work ot this magnitude General Harris reorganized ht~ 
office and inaugurated a new system of record mah."ing and record 
keeping. As a result, the Government has been .aved millions of 
dollars and The Adjutant General's Office, with a clerical force only 
twice that authorized for the fiscal year 1917, is to-day handling 
nearly five times as many letters nnd memoranda requiring investiga
tion and correspondence as were bandied in the office b<'fore the Wor),d 
\Var. 

The r ecords of the World War to-day. three years after the signing 
of the a rmistic , are far more nearly complete than were those of the 
Civil War 30 yelirs after its close and are equally a acce sible a 
were the records of the Civil War after they had been carded and a -
sembled in individual jackets at a cost of many millions of dollars. 

During the Spanish-American ·war General Harri was nomiqated' by 
the President for brevet captain for gallantry in battle at Santiago de 
Cuba, July 1, 1898. 

In addition to duty with troops and in The Adjutant General's De
partment, General J:Iarris has snved on the General Stall' anu repre
ented the War Department at the Bull'alo Exposition. 
~neral Harris was born at King::;ton, Ga., graduating from the 

Urnted Stutes Military Academy in 1888, from the Infantry and Cavalry 
School in 1895, and from the .Army War College in 1908. 

• • • • * 
STATEiUEST TO THEl SECRETARY OF WAR BY GllNERAL ITARRIS O~ THE 

CONDITIOS OF BUSINESS IN THE ADJUTANT OESERAL'S OFFICE UPON HIS 
LEAVING. 

Memorand101~ for tllo Sem·etarv of Wat·: 
APRIL 6, 1922. 

On the conclu ion of my active charge of The Adjutant General's 
Office I 0deem it nppropriate to advise you briefly of the condition of the 
work therein. 
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The number of communications rt>quiring investigation and <:6'n~

spondenc remaining on hand at the close of office on March 31, 1922, 
wa 7, 53, which is only slightly in excess of the number disposed ot 
dail:v. The work is thus practically current, it being considered un
economical to have on band at the close of a day less than about the 
number of cases disposed of dally. If all the work were disposed or 
each day there would be a period at the opening of the following day 
during which a portion of the office force wonld not be occupied. 

The clerical force (1,053) now employed in · the office is less than 
twice the number (583) authorized for the fiscal year 1917, while the 
number of communications received daily requiring investigation and 
correspondence is nearly five times as great a.s the number of such com
munications received daily prior to the World War. 

In that branch of the office which bandies all requests for informa
tion from the records of soldiers of the World War there was on band 
on March 31 actually less than one day's output, and among the cases 
on hand was only one that had been received prior to March 31. Con
tra ting that condition with the condition of work in the branch or 
the War Department that had custody of the Civil War records after 
the close of that war, it will be seen that the present system of making 
and handling records is far superior to that in use during and after 
the Civil Wai·. On July 8, 1889, 24 years after the close of the Civil 
War, there remained on hand in that branch of The Adjutant General's 
Office which corresponds to the branch referred to above 40,654 unan
swered requests from the Pension Office, the second auditor's office, and 
other agencies, and nearly 30 years after that war over 800 clerks were 
still employed on those records. Although less than three and one-halt 
years have elapsed since the close of the World War, the force of clerks 
handling similar work has been reduced to 369 and the work itself is 
current. This condition becomes especially significant in view of the 
fact that the number of soldiers in the World War was twice as great 

, as the number in the Federal service during the Civil War, and the 
number of organizations in the World War was approximately as large 
as the aggregate number of organizations in service during an the other 
wars in which the United States has participated. 

In closing I desire to commend and thank the officNS and cler·ks, 
without whose intellige.nt and energetic cooperation the accomplish: 
ment referred to would have been impossible. 

P. C. H .. urnIS. 
T11e Adjuta1it General. 

l\l"EMORA. 'DUM 0 - SEltVl E OF ~UJOR GE. "EltAL HA.RRIS AS ADJUTA!\T 
GEN»RAL. 

When General Harris came to Washington in 1916 the record-keeping 
system of the Army and the War Dc-partment was substantially the 
same as in the Civil War. 

When the National Guard was called into the service that year for 
Mexican border duty it took the companies several days, :wd in some 
case weeks, to prepare the muster-in roll and records in 11se at that 
time. 

General Harris at once began a study looking to a revi ·ion of the 
records, and as a result of bis work thP l\ational Guard whPn called 
into the service in 1917 were able to prPpare in a few hours recot·ds 
that required as many days the year before. 

In 1917 ~neral Harris began a rt>vision of the record-keeping 
system of the Army, beginnlng with the records of the soldier draft in 
the company. He extended his system up to and including The Adjutant 
General's office. To-day, with only twice the number of clPrks that 
were in The Adjutant General's office in 1917, he is handling five times 
as many communications requiring investigation and correspondence as 
were handled in The Adjutant General's office in 1917. and this because 
of the. changes in the record-keeping ystem conceited and put into 
operatlon through his individual eJrorts. 

The records of the World War, tbrpe years after the signing of the 
armistice, are more complete and accessible than were the records of 
the Civil War 30 years after its close. 

Thirty years after the close of the C'ivil War the Congress was still 
appropriating annually about $1,000,000 for work on the Civil Wat· 
records, while to-day the amount available for the World War records 
is about one-third that amount. This is rendered possible through the 
changes made by ~neral Harris. These changes also make it pos~ible 
for The Adjutant General's office. immediately after the close of the 
World War, to furnish to the Bureau of War Risk Insurnnce, Auditor 
for the War Department, Army finance offiCl't', an<l other relief agencies 
of the Government information necessary to adjudicate claims of sol
dier~ of the World War. Much of the information now furnished for 
the soldier of the World War wa not accessible for soldiers of tlle 
Civil War until 30 yed'.rs after its close. 

General Harris bas made extensive change and improvemrnt in 1be 
sy tern of promulgating ord('rS and instructions to the Army. 

The records of The Adjutnnt General's offi<'e to-day are in better 
shape in every way, and the work is performed more ec-onomically than 
at any other tiµie in the history of the War Department. 

Contrary to the general impression, the volume of work in The 
Adjutant General's Office the last few months of the war and dur·ing 
the period of demobilization greatly excel'ded that during 1917 and 
the parly part of 1918. 

When General Harris took over the office of The Adjutant General 
of the Army, August 26, 1918, the daily average number of pieces of 
mail of all classes received in the office was something over 100,0UO. 

'.This daily average rose to more than 200,000 before the sig,ning of 
the armistice, and during the dt>mobilizatlon period the number re
ceived on a single day reached 546,986. The daily average for the 

• fiscal year ended June 30, 1919, was 287,26G, as against 75,286 during 
the fi cal year ended June 30, 1918. For the fiscal year ended June 
30. 1916, the last during which normal <'Onditions prevailed. the total 
number of pieces of mail received was 925,930, a daHy average of only 

·B,Oi~e volume of work bandied during the first fiscal year of Gene1·al 
Harris's administration was therefore nearly ninety-five times as great 
as that bandied during a normal year, and on several occasions the 

· quantity of mail rPcelved on a single day approximated two-thirds 
of thaf received during the entire fisrnl year ended .June 30, 1916. 

It oon became evident to General Harris that a radical and imme
diate reorganization of the office was needed to handle tlie enormous 

.an~:·wl:~fr~ri~e(~\ngFJ~fi~~~n~f pn~~~1t:R or records of enlistment; (2) 
reports of pbyfiical examimltions at enlistments; and (3) daily reports 
of change which had Ruper ed~d the bimonthly muster rolls were I 
filed separately (in dill'erent rooms) iu the basement of the State, War, 
and Navv Rnilding: (4 1 medical C'ard!'< 01· rt>cord of sickness or disability 
while in the ervire wt>re tilPd in a buUding on the Mall; (5) the 

J ,XU Cii 

correspondence in one great consolidated file was on the fourth floor ot 
the State, War, and Navy Building; and (6) the reports of casualties 
and all records and correspondence relating thereto were filed in the 
Emery Building, First and B Streets NW. 

Thus to obtain the complete military and medical record of an 
enlisted man it was necessary to examine records located, as already 
stated, in various parts of The Adjutant General's Office; to be exact, 
in four widely separated rooms of the State, War. and Nacy Building 
and in two other buildings, one on the Mall and the other at First and 
B 8treets NW., each a mile and a half away from the main office. 

The several records relating to officers were similarly filed in widely 
separated rooms of the State, War, and Navy Building and the buildings 
on the Mall and at First and B Streets NW. 

The neces. ity for segregating the records and correspondence relating 
to enlistpd men in one file anrl those relating to offi<>ns in another file was 
apparent, and General Harris immediately set to work to bring this 
about. While he had the as ·istance of able and faithful cle1·ks of long 
experience an~ of two civili~n efficiency E'Xperti;> from New York City, 
General Harns personally directed and super•1sed the reorganization 
of the offices, and the system which be installed was conceiYed and d~-
veloped by him. . 

So long as the sevnal classes of records were filed separately, it was 
necessary that each should contain information dupli<'ated on scme or 
all of the others. After they were segregated, the duplication was 
eliminated, and two of the records~nlistment paper and report of 
physical e.xamination-were consolidated. This revision and consoli
dation, made by General Harris personally, not only increased the effi
ciency of The Adjutant General's Office but greatly reduced the amount 
of clerical work involved in the preparation of these records by the 
Army. 

·Soon after the reorganization of the offices. the work became and has 
continued curraut, notwithstanding the unprecedented number of calls 
for information from the records received from the Bureau of War Risk 
Insurance, the Auditor for the War Department, Army finance officers 
the Federal Board for Vocational '!'raining, the American Red Cros!:-'. 
and from many other sources. both official and private. As a result of 
General Harris's work, the records of the World War, to-day, less than 
three years after the signing of the armistice, are far more nearly 
complete than wer~ those of the Civil War 30 years after its close, and 
are pqually as accessible a!< were the records of the Civil War aft1>r they 
bad been carded and as em'Jled in individual jackets at a co-st of many 
millions of dollars. 

" It is no exaggeration to state that the changes in the record-keep
ing systpm, made upon recommendation from this office after the dec
laration of war, have saved the Government millions of dollars, and, 
through making it possible to furnish information promptly to tbP Bu
reau of W'ar Risk Insurance and other relief agencies previously referred 
to, have spared our disa.blcd soldiers and the dependent relatives of 
those who sacrificed their lives in their country·R causP untold suffer
ing, misery, and want." (Extract from the Report of The Adjutant 
General of the Army to the Secretary of War, 1920.) 

The efficiency and economy of the new system devised and inaugu
rat~d by General Harris is al1 o shown by the fact that with a clerical 
force of only twice that authorized for the fiscal year 1916, The Adju
tant GPneral's Office is handling five times as many letters . and memo
randa requiring investigation and correspondence and more than 18 
timf's as many reports and records required to be examined anfl filed 
a were handled before the World War. 

* * * • * * 
L\IPRO\E:\IE~TS IN METHOD OF PROMULGATI~G REGULATIO:'.'!S, ORDERS, A.ND 

I!i!STRUC'l'IONS. 

In additior to reorganizing The Adjutant General's Office. General 
Harris has made important and extensive improvements in the method 
of promulgating regulations, orders, and instructfons to the Army. 
'l'hese have greatly reduced the cost of publication and h~ve made more 
readily acce ·slble the regulations and rnstructions which officers must 
consult in the performance of their duties. The change in the method 
of publishing special orders, for instance. made on November 1, HHS, 
reduced the cost of printing these orders from $10,000 per month in 
September and October to :ji3.000 for the month of November, repre
senting a saving of $7,000 per month. This change also rendered it 
unneces ·ary to send advance copies of special orders by telegraph, ex
cept in most urgent cases, thus reducing the War Department telegraph 
bill several thousand dollars per month. 

REDUCTION IN PAPER WORK, 

fteneral Harris has also revised, in fact revolutionized, the record
keeping system of the Army and has done more to reduce Army paper 
work than any other person since the establishment of our Government. 

HUDSO~ RIVER BRIDGE. 

The l>ill (H. R. 11152) to authorize the Bear :Mountain Hud
son Hiver Bridge Co. to construct and maintain a bridge aero s 
the Hudson River near the village of Peekskill, State of New 
York. was read twice l>y its title. 

Mr. CALDER. l\lr. President, the Senate has already passed 
a bill of like character, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill may be considered now. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com· . 
mittee of the Whole, and was read as follows: 

Be it enaotecl, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to Bear Mountain Hudson River Bridge Co., a corporation incorporated 
by act of the Legislature of the State of New York approved March 31. 
Hl22, its successors and a signs, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge and approaches thereto across the Hudson River, at a point suit
able to the interests of navigation, near the village of Peekskill, 
County of We tchester, State of New York, in accordance with the pro
visions of an act entitled "An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That this act shall be null and void, if actual construction of 
the bridge herein authorized be not commenced within three years and 
completed within seven yea1·s from the date of approval bneof. 

S1o:c. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expre sly re erved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or· 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

• I 
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THOMAS B. FELDER. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Pl!esident, I :am in receipt of ·a 
communication from Mr. 'l"'homas B. Felder. It seems that Mr. 
Felder, although a fonner resident of the State of Geoi·gia, has 
been for the last three -0r four years a resident .of tbe city and 
State of New York. In the Senate debate several days ago 
some very serious accusations were made against Mr. Felder's 
character and record. The letter which he has addressed to me 
in a sense, and I think in a. very true sense, is a reply to some 
of those charges and contains certain data concerning his rec
ord and efforts while a resident of the State of Georgia. 

In view of the fact that the charges against him have been 
printed in the 0oNGRESSION.AJ:. RECORD and have had that very 
large distribution of the publication, I think it only fair that 
his answer . to them be given equal publicity; otherwise he is 
quite unable to defend himself. I ask unanimous consent that 
his letter may be printed in the REco.RD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from New York? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I shall not object, but I 
wish to ask the Senator from New York if he personally in
dorses the statements in the letter? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have no method ef ascertaining the 
truth or falsity of any statement that Mr. Felder has m~de in 
his letter. 1\Ir. Felder is a constituent of mine, and I met him 
for the first time about a week ago. 

l\.fr. CARAWAY. Whether his statements are true or false, 
the Senator does not know? 

l\fr. WADS WORTH. I have no personal information con
cerning the controversy whatso·ever. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I shall not object, but I shall have some
thing to say about it at a later time. I hope the Senator irom 
New York will be present when I do it. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, 1 of course have not seen 
the letter which is presented for the RECORD, but there came to 
my office a letter purporting to bave come from Mr. Felder. I 
believe it was in the nature of a circular letter, typewritten. I 
know nothing about the controversy in the letter which the 
Senator presents. The letter which came to my office contained 
very serious reflections upon two Senators now Members of 
this body. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I have examined with great care the 
letter which I have presented, and it mentions no Senator and 
makes no re:tiection upon any Senator by inference or other
wise. 

Mr. POMERENE. I am quite sure that if the letter presented 
contained the statements that were in the letter I -received no 
'Senator would present it on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I wish to say, as I have said to the Senator 
from New York privately, that to-morrow some time after 12 
o'clock I shall have something to say about the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from New York? The Ohair hears none, 
and the letter will be printed in the RECORD as requested. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 
FELDER, CIIOROSH & McCROSSIW, 

New York, Ma.y 12, 1.922. 
Hon. JAM.ES W. WADSWORTH, Jr., 

Was1dngton" D. O. 
D:lllA:R Sm : Charges were recently made against me on the floor of 

the Senate by Members of that body under the protection of senatorial 
immunity, as follows: 

1. That I filll a. lobbyist for the liquor ring. 
2. That I was indicted in South Caronna. 
3. That I was run out of Georgia. 
These charges appear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECQru>. In the years to 

come my posterity may be told that the CONG.R.E:SSIONAL R.EcoRD shows 
that their ancestor was guilty Qf these charges. As an American citi
zen I am entitled to have the truth appear in the Cc>NGR»SSIONAL 
RECORD. 

On the eve of my departure from Georgia to take up my .residence in 
the city of New York there was gathered in the Auditorium in the 
city of Atlanta more than 5,000 people, including the governor of the 
State, the United States Senators, and the members of the general 
assembly, which was about to adjourn after enacting a bone-dry law 
which I had -prepared and which I assisted in putting into effect in 
Georgia. The meeting was called 1:0 celebrate the victory and as a 
"farewell" to me. Since I took up my residenee in New York I have 
been appointed a coreceiver for the Savannah & ·Atlanta Railroad and 
for the Port Wentworth Terminal Co. I still hold these positions of 
trust and emolument. 

Immediatel_y after tbe charges were made against me on the floor of 
the Senate I received the following letter from former Gov. N. E. 
Harris: 

"DEAR TOM: I have seen the gratuitous attack on you which oc
curred yesterday in the United States Senate. 

" It was certainly unexpected, so far as I am concerned. 
" It you need any word from down this way to show how utterly 

unjust was the criticism, write or telegraph me at Hampton, Carter 
Coun.ty, Tenn., where I go to-morrow. I will return here on the 17th 
and can see all of our friends to set this matter right. 

"You put prohibition into e.IIect in Georgia. 
"Yours ·sincerely, " N. E. HARRIS." 

I spent 12 months in the city of Washington working for the -enact
ment of the eighteenth amendment, after ha-vin.g .devoted years to the 
prohibiti~ cause in my -St-ate and other States of the Union. Attnr 
the adoption of the. amendment I received a letter from Bishop H. M 
Do Bose, one of the most distinguished lllshops of the ·South Meth: 
odist Church, from which I quote : 

" I shall always be happy to bear from you and shall not forget to 
pray for you and 'for the success --0f yow.· labors. That you are a 
God-called man and t.ftat He will guide and direct you and .irive you 
courage and pea~ in your work I have no manner of doubt. Your 

0

life 
and loyalty hirve been an inspiration and comfort to me. 

" H. M. Du 'BOSE." 
W.hen the war was declared against Germany, prompted by an intense 

spirit of patriotism and loyalty, I .requested the then governor of my 
State to appoint me colonel of the Third Georgia Regiment; that I 
intensely desired to .fight tor my country; that he bad o1rered .me posi
tions of honor and trust which I was forced to decline; that I would 
like to command the Third Georgia Regiment and go over with the 
Boose-velt expeditionary forces. I was assured that I would receive the 
commission if the :fighting uni.ts were raised by the volunteer system. 
They were not . so raised, and I was told thereafter that I was "too 
old to fight." 

• • • • • • • 
Either of the two Senators from South Carollna will verify the 

statement that I was never indicted in the State of South Carolina. 
When I left the State of Georgia to take up my residence in the city 
of New York, "without my knowledge, ·consent, or procurement," the 
governor o1 the State, every judge in the city of Atl&nta, including ,the 
circuit, city court, and Federal judges, and all oi the judges of the 
supreme court .and court of appeals ga,ve me letters from which I 
quote: 

From Governor Harris : 
" I have known Colonel Felde- for many year . He ls regarded in 

Georgia as one of the ablest lawyers at our bar, a fine advocate, an 
eloquent, forceful speaker, and is fully campetent to handle any case 
.that may be intrusted to him or any matter that may come •before him' 
for attention. 

"I would have been willing at any time to have given him any ap
pointmen1: within my power, whether on the supreme court, court of 
appeals, or any other position. On one occasion I offered to give him a 
place on the court of appeals, but he declined to even consider the 
same, though I felt that he was fully able to meet any requirement that 
it would make upon him." 

From a letter of Hon. Benjamin H. Hill now judge of the court ot 
appeals, then judge of the circuit court of the county of Full<m, city of 
Atlanta: 

" I regard him as a very able lawyer, well versed not only in the 
fundamentals of the .profession but abreast of all the important modern 
decisions. 

".As a practitioner in court he bas few equals in our State, fluent as 
a speaker, logical in the presentation of facts and accurate in the 
apprehension and citation of legal principles gov.ernini the issue in 
cases. He has impressed me as a lawyer of high proressional ideals 
who endeavored to live up to them, thoroughly conscientious in the 
positions that he takes, and courteous in his deportment to the bench 
and the bar. 

" He has long been regarded by the bench and the bar of this State 
as deserving confidence and admiration. It he leaves the State of 
Georgia, I think there will be very uniYersal Tegret, and his going will 
be a distinct loss to the profession. 

"B.EN'.T. H. HILL." 
Letter from Hon. A. E. Calhoun, judge of the city court of Atlanta : 
"It gives me -pleasure to testify to his splendid character and Pel'

sonal integrity as a man and his high standing in this city and State. 
As a lawyer he is energetic1 able, resourceful, and well equjpped. In 
the courthouse he is especially strong-an eloquent and convincing 
speaker, and a skillful examiner of witnesses. I consider him one of the 
best, if not the best, trial lawyers at the Atlauta bar. 

"A.. E. CALHOUN." 
Letter of Hon. William T. Newman, judge of the United States dis

trict court: 
"He has practiced for a number of years in the court over which I 

preside, and he is a good lawyer and has maintained an excellent char
acter as a lawyer in this court at all times. I ha-ve come to know Mr. 
Felder very well, both personally and as a lawyer, and have come ·to 
like him very much, botb in the courthouse and out of it, and I ta.ke 
pleasure in commending him to the consideration of all with whom be 
may come in contact. 

"WM. T. NEWMA- •• , 
Letter from Hon. William H. Fish, chief justice of the Supreme Court 

of Atlanta: 
" I have known Hon. Thomas B. Felder, of Atlanta, Ga., for 20 

years, and more. • '* • He has practiced l'efl?tllarly in the Supreme 
Court of Georgia during the entire time that have been a member 
of that court; that iB, for more than 20 years. My opportunities for 
forming a correct estimate of Mr. Felder's character and legal ability 
have therefore been good. He bears the reputation of a gentleman of 
the highest character, is a lawyer of -eminent attainments, and I am 
sm·e will most faithfully and efficiently -represent any cause which may 
be intrusted to him. 

" WM. II. Frsu." 
Letter from Hon. Beverly D. Evans, United States district judge for 

the southern district of Georgia : 
"I have been associated with him in the trial of cases; I have pre

sided as judge in the trial and appellate courts where he frequently 
appeared as counsel. I take pleasure _in testifying to his ability as an 
advocate, his skill as a 1awyer, and general trustworthiness. I commend 
him as a careful, competent, and energetic lawyer. 

" BEVERLY D. EVANS.'' 
Letter from Hon. M.. W. Beek, judge of the Supreme Court of Georgia: 
"He is a distinguished .member of the Atlanta bar and has ap

peared before this court as counsel in numerous cases of importance, 
and has always represented his clients with marked zeal and ability. 

" His distinguished career at the capital city of the State has made 
him known throughout the entire Stat~ of Georgia and the adjoining 
states. He is a lawyer ot wide experience and ability, and now, in 
the ripeness of hiB p<>wers, is prepared to render able service in any 
matters 1n which he may be retained as counsel. 

"M. W. BECK.'' 
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•Letter from Hon. Peyton L. Wade, chief judge of the Court Of Ap

peal of the State of Georgia: 
"My acquaintance • • • has extended over a period of more 

than 30 years, and it affords me sincere pleasure to bear witness to 
the deservedly high position be bas long oc~~pied at the G;eorgia bar, 
and to myself testify to his known legal ab1hty, as exemplified in the 
trial of many important cases in the Supreme Court and the Court 
of Appeals of Georgia, as well as to his enviable reputation as an 
advocate of no mean power in the trial courts. 

_ " PEYTON L. WADE, 
" OlW!f Jttilge Ooort of Appeals of Georg-Ki." 

Letter from Hon. Jefferson B. Browne, chief justice of the Supreme 
Court of Florida : 

"I have a very warm friend who moved from Atlanta to New York 
two years ago, Mr. Thomas B. Felder • • •. I have known Felder 
intimately for the last 20 years, and he is a man of exceptional ability 
and industry and of the highest integrity. 

"JEFFERSON B. BROWNE, 
" Ohief Justice of Supreme Oourt, Florida." 

Letter from Hon. George L. Bell, judge of the Superior Court of 
Atlanta, Ga. : 

"Mr. Felder has practiced law before all of the courts of the South 
for a number of years and by his ability, energy, and eloquence has 
secured a large and varying cllentele. 

"I bespeak for him the kind consideration of the bench and bar of 
any locality in which be may cast his lot. He has demonstrated that 
he ii> not only an able lawyer but a man of affairs, and has taken a 
wide interest in the civic development of this State, and wherever he 
goes his influence for good will be felt. 

" GEO. L. B.lilLL." 

Letter from Hon. H. M. Ileid, judge of the city <'Ourt of Atlanta : 
" Thomas B. Felder, Esq., is a prominent member of the legal pr<>

fes~ion in this State, resident in this cit)·. 
"Mr. Felder's practice has been varied and extensive and he has 

established a reputation as a lawyer of ability and great resourcefulness 
in <'Ourt trials, and occupie a position of eminence in bis profession. 
He is well known throughout the State and is recognized as a IJlan of 
high character as well as a lawyer of high tanding 

" H. l\.I. REID." 

I quote from a lette1: from J. T. Pendleton, circuit court judge: 
" )Jr Thomas B. Felder, an able attorney of this bar, ls removing to 

the city of New York for further prosecution of his profession. 
•·Mr. 11'eldet· is an attorney of ability, and will, I am sure, represent 

with ability any business which may be intrusted to him. He is {>erhaps 
entitled to more credit for the recent prohibition laws of Georg111 than 
any other one man in the State. 

"J. T. PENDLET01'f, 
"Jr"Jge Superior Court, Atlanm." 

I quote from Ilon, W. D. Ellis's letter: 
•· Hon. Thomas B. Felder has for many years been a prominent mell!

ber of the bar of this circuit. He bas been connected with ~ everal promi
nent law firms, and has from time to time been engaged. both in the 
State and Federal courts, in very important litigation. He i · an attor
ner. of ability and is very energetic in anything be undertake8 to· do. 

·,I am informed that be is about to engage in the practice of law else
where, and I wish for him eminent ncce . " w. D. ELLIS, 

"Judge, 11periol' Courts, Atlanta Ci-rc11it." 
I quote from a letter written by Hon. H. Warner Hill, justice of the 

Suereme Court of Oeorgia : 
'Hon. Thoma. B. Felder, of the Atlanta (Ga.) bar, ha been per

sonally known to me for many yeart;. Ile is a member of the bar of 
th1 · court in good standing, is a gentleman of high character, and an 
able and distinguished lawyer. He has appeared in many ca es before 
tbi court, some of which have been of great importance, and he has 
handled them with kill and ability. -

"I am informed that :Mr. Felder contemplates opening a law office 
in the city of New York. I cheerfully recommend him to anyone d iring 
the services of an able and painstaking attorney. 

'· H. W. HILL.'' 
I quote from a letter written by Hon. Samuel C . .Atkin on, associate 

justice of the Sup1·eme Court of Georgia : 
"I have known Hon. Thomas B. Felder, of the Atlanta bar, for many 

years, and take pleasure in saying that he i~ a gentleman of high char
acte1· and well-recognized legal ability. He is attentive to l> u::;inC'ss in
tru~ted to hini and is especially strong as a t1·ial lawyer. 

" I understand that he contemplates extending bis field of pra<'tice to 
other States. If he doe. so, be will carry my good wishes and I will 
confidently expect to hea1· of his success. 

"SAMUEL c. ATKlNSO:-.'," 
I quote from a Jetter from Price Gilbert, associate justice of the 

Su].H·eme Court of Georgia : 
' I have known Mr. Felder well since his graduation at college, and 

it gives me pleasure to say that he has been a prominent and successfol 
practitioner in the courts of Georgia for mnuy year . Ile i a man of 
splendid ability ancl industrious, and in the trial of cases is of unusual 
resourcefulness. 

"PRICE GILBERT.'' 
I quote from a letter fi•om Walter F. George, of the Court of Appeals 

ot Georgia: 
" • • • This contemplated change of residence by Mr. Felder has 

been noted generally in the press of this State. 
·•I have known Mr. Felder for many year,. He occupies and bolds 

an enviable position at the Georgia bar. Ile is recognized as a lawyer 
of ability and forcei fully competent to handle any class of litigation 
and to perform any egal servlre. He has been quite active in directing 
legislation, both through the legislature of this State and in the National 
Congress, respecting the question of prohibition. His ability experience, 
and learning have been most helpful in shaping this legislation, particu
larly in this State, and bis removal from the State is a matter of gen
eral and genuine regret. It is my plea8lire to commend Mr. Felder as 
citizen and lawyer in the higbest terms. 

I quote from u lPtter from 
Court of Appeals of Georgia : 

"WALTER F. GEORGE, 
"Of t11e Court of Appeals of Georuia." 

Hon. 0. H. B. Bloodworth, judge of the 

•· I have known Hon. T. B. Ft•lcler for a number of years. He is a 
law.re1· of recognized ahilit;>. un ~dYocate of power, and has been quite 
sm·cetisful in bis prucric<'. I nm informed thal: be c<mtemplntes open-

.. 

ing an office in New York, and I predict that his legal ability will soon 
cause him to have a place among the leading lawyers in America's 
greate t city. 

" 0. H. B. BLOODWORTH.'' 
I quote from a letter written by Hon. W. F. Jenkins: 
" • • • It is with pleasure that I commend Mr. Felder as a mem

ber of the bar of this court. who is regarded as a lawyer of most excep
tional attainments and capacity, and who has always commanded a 
laitrge practice, and who has conducted himself worthily in his pro
fession. 

" w. F. JllNKINS." 
I quote trom a letter from Hon. Nash R, Broyles, judge of the 

court ol appeals : 
" • • • and has practiced his profession with great success in all 

the courts of the State. 
"The judges of the various courts and his fellow lawyers commend 

him to the kindly consideration of their brethren of the bar in the 
metropolis of America. 

"NASH R. BROYLmS, 
" Presiding Judge." 

I am, very truly yours, 
THOS. B. FELDIDR. 

THE TARIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re urned the con· 
sicleration ,of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide i·evenue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of tpe United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Pre ident, I present a memorial addressed 
to the Senate by the joint legislative committee on housing of 
the Legislature of the State of New York, which I ask unani
mous consent may be read and then referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

There being no objection, the memorial was read and re
ferred to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 
Memorial to the Senate and Ho-use of Represe1ltatives of the United 

States: 
'l'he undersigned, acting as counsel for and under the instructions of a 

joint legislative committee on housing of the Legislature of the State 
of New York, herewith presents this petition and memorial. 

The committee is now, and has been for upward of two years last past, 
engaged in investigating housing conditions in the State of New York 
under various mandates frofn the legislature of this State in the form 
of joint resolutions o! the se.nate and asseml>Iy. copies of which will be 
found in the intermediate r~port of the committee, to which reference 
will hereafter be made. 

In brief, this investigation (which is still under way) has disclosed 
an alarming and increasing shortage of housing accommodations through
out the State. and more particularly in the city of New York, due in 
large measure to the operations of illegal combinations among manu
facturer of and dealers in well-nigh all the various lines of building 
material~ and supplies that are necessary in con truction, and in no 
small measure to corruption among labor leaders and to illegal rules, 
regulations, and practices of labor unions. 

These illegal combinations among manufacturers, dealers, contractors, 
lllld other employers and among lal>or unions havin!f their headquarters 
mainly in New York, Chicago, Indianapolis"' and Cleveland have been 
and are in many instances nation wide. \.:riminal prosecutions have 
been inaugurated at the instance of the committee by State and Federal 
authorities, resulting in many convictions, but these convictions, espe
cially of employers, have in moi;;t instances resulted in the imposition 
of mere fines that have been insufficient to serve as an effective deterrent. 

The principal intermediate report of the committee. outlining the 
result of its investigations to the end of January, 1022, is herewith 
submitted, from which a fair conception may be gathered of the out
come of its activities up to that time. Following the presentation of 
that report to the Legislature of the State of New York, accompanied by 
proposed legislation embodying the recommendations therein set forth1 part of the program there recommended was enacted at the session that 
ended in March last. 

On account of the inability to present the report until shortly before 
the close of the legislative session, and for other reasons, the balance 
of leg'slation failed of passage, although its most important features 
passed the senate and were approved by the governor. 

The committee is now still engaged in conducting the taking of testi
mony at its public bearings, and finds the following situation bas devel
oped and is now existing, which requires immediate attention at the 
hands of the Congress: 

A comprehensive program of housing construction has been per
fected, part of which is under way, for which many million of dollars 
have already been provided. A considerable part of this program is now 
actively under way which, if permitted to continue, will ~o far toward 
correcting the housing shortage not only in the city of New York ancl 
throughout the State but throughout most of the great cities of the 
country. the majority of which are atI-ected by the housing emergency, I.mt 
in a Ies er degree than in the city of New York, where there is a present 
shortage of housing accommodations of the cheaper class for about 
400.000 people among the ma ses of the workers, all of which is set 
forth in detail in the accompanying report. 

The re8ult of this shortaire has been an abnormal increase in rents 
which the workers are unable to pay, and there have been and are con
sequent overcrowding and insanitary and unlivable conditions. It was 
hoped and expected that the carrying out of the program of new con
struction would relieve this critical situation. The committee now finds 
that there is a famine in the basic materials required in building con
struction, uch as bricks, sand, lime, cement. etc. The supply of these 
materials has been restricted rn many cases through the operation of 
these unlawful combinations and in other instances by reason of tlie 
phenomenal demand due to the increase of building activity that is 
esse11tia.l to meet the emergency. 

The exactions of manufacturers and dealers in building materials due 
to this scarcity of supply have resulted in abnormal price Increases, 
and in some instances in the inability to meet the demand on any terms. 
Manufacturers and dealer are either unable or unwilling to satisfy 
the. e demands upon a basis of reasonable prices over and above the 
actual cost. This situation . prevails not only in the city of New York 
but in many of the cities throughout the country, and for the same 
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reason. Unles corrected it threatens to paralyze the efforts to correct 
the present crisis. · 

As illustrative of the extent to which oppression has been practiced 
by these combinations above referred to, it appears from the evidence 
that at a time when the price of building sand was abnormally high, 
largely as the result of a monopoly in the transportation facilities,. a 
trans-Atlantic steamer of the Munson Line brought as ballast into me 
port of New York a cargo of high-class sand, which it endeavored to 
market. Because of the then existing combinations on the building 
materials market, no dealer or builder dared buy the sand, altho•h 
]t was of high quality, was greatly needed, and could have been had 
for Jess than one-quarter of the price that was then being charged for 
a · similar product. The steamship company was finally compelled; at 
considerable expense, to take the sand out to sea and there to dump it, 
because of the grip of this monopoly. 

In this connection a t tention is also called to the incongruous fact 
that the Government of the United States, through the United States 
Shipping Board is said to be itself a party to arrangements with for
eign steamship lines to maintain exorbitant freight and passenger rates 
in the trans-Atlantic trarle, and as a result of these combinations 
there have been vai·ious increases in such rates.; that are uow being 
maintained to the detriment of the building inou.stry throughout the 
country. 

Unless this situation is corrected the continuance of these arrange
ments will materially interfere with the importation into this country 
of building materials1 unless Congress wil:li in fixing the tariffs, make 
such reductions as will take into account me added cost of transporta
tion, due to the fact that our Government is, a party to combinations 
against which its antitrust laws are directed. 

The only immediate remedy in sight is to permit the prompt importa
tion into this country of building materials of the classes that are now 
excluded th.rough prohibitive tariffs, under cover of which the present 
profiteering demands are being exacted. The added cost of freight 
upon such importations due to combinations between the steamship 
companies increases the burdens to that extent. 

The committee would not favor and does not ask that the tariffs be 
fixed at a rate that will not yield the domestic manufacturers and 
dealers a reasonable profit over and above the present costs of produc
tion, but it has been demonstrated that the prices demanded have been 
grossly exorbitant, that they are the direct result of a series of crimi
nal conspiracies between former competitors, and that the prices now 
exacted unde1· stress of the present emergency are in some instances at 
least 50 per cent above such reasonable profit. 

No relief that is not immediate will meet the situation. It can not 
await the slow processes involved in the pending tariff revision by Con
gress. The committee asks that the subJect be dealt with as an emer
gency measure, and that it shall be confined to the basic materials 
entering into housing construction, which will involve a comparatively 
.simple problem that can be readily dealt .with. 

ReR}>ectfully submitted. · 
SA.ML. UNTJlRMYEll, 

Ootmsei for the Joi1it L egislative Oommittee 
on Housing of the Sta.te of New York. 

~Ir. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the memorial just presented 
by the Senator from New York discloses a condition respecting 
building materials that is of very great importance. It states 
that after an exhaustive investigation of those conditions ap
plicable particularly to the city of New York, the entire industry 
affecting construction in that locality is controlled, mercilessly 
controlled, by close organizations within the industry. . 

I have before me the report of the Lockwood committee 
touching that indispensable construction material, brick. In 
a few hours the Senate will proceed to the consideration of 
the schedule in which is included brick. Under the rates now 
imposed, 10 per cent on fire brick not glazed, 15 per cent on 
glazed and similar brick, and 10 per cent on other bricks, 
not including bath brick, upon which there- is a rate of 15 
per cent, there are substantially no importations and the 
brick industry in the large centers is controlled by combina
tions to the detriment of the public. 

The intermediate report of the Lockwood committee shows 
that for the first six months of 1920 brick delivered at the 
job in New York City cost $:11.25 and that the selling pric,e 
there was $28.75. · 

Mr. CALDER. The Senator, I think, means the manufactur
ing cost of brick. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The cost of the brick. The cost included 
the delivery of the brick on the job, $11.25, according to the 
Lockwood report. The selling price on the job was $28.75. 

Now, in spite of those conditions, the Finance Committee has 
brought into the Senate amendments to the brick schedule in 
the tariff bill increasing the existing rate from 25 to 225 per 
cent on brick. I desire to ask the Senator from New York, 
who presented the memorial, if, in his opinion, any increase in 
the rates on brick is justified. 

Mr. CALDER. M1·. President, in my judgment the duty on 
brick does not affect the price to the consumer in the city of 
New York or any of the large cities in the East to the extent 
of 50 cents a thousand or in any degree at all. The freight rates 
from Europe or wherever brick may be made outside of this 
country are so great as to make it impossible for them to com
pete with brick produced along the Hudson River and in New 
Jersey. For my part, I would place brick absolutely on the 
free list. 

l\.lr. ROBINSON. Accepting the conclusion of the Senator 
from New York as in entire accord with my own. I wish to 
call his attention to the fact that the only justification for any 
tariff on brick is claimed by the manufacturers of brick in New 

York City and near the Canadian border line, that importations 
occur across the Canadian border and on the Atlantic sea
board, particularly in the State of New York and along the 
New Jersey coast. The only importations that have ever oc
curred have been at those points and, as implied by the Senator 
from New York, those importations have been quite small. So 
that while they can not result in material revenue or any other 
benefit to the public, these duties have resulted, and increased 
duties must accentuate that result in enabling the domestic 
manufaeturers to control absolutely the price of their product 
and to charge extortionate and unreasonable prices. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, let me again say, in response 
to the Senator's statement, that a duty of 10 per cent or 25 per 
cent or even 50 per cent will not, in my judgment, affect the 
price of brick to the consumers in the city of New York or there
abouts, nor did the brick manufacturers of the country adjacent 
to the city of New York ask for this duty. The request for the 
duty came from the men along the border. Because of the fact 
that Canada charges a rate of duty of 25 per cent agalnst our 
brick, it was the disposition of some people in this country to 
have the same duty against Canadian brick that was levied 
against ours. I believe that the duty may be taken off, Mr. 
President, and not do any great injury to the manufacturers of 
brick; nor do I believe, either, I will say to the Senator from 
Arkansas, that it would be of very great benefit to the con
sumers of brick. 

Let me add that we have had indictments and prosecutions of 
and heavy fines levied against brick manufacturers in and 
about the city of New York as the result of the investigation 
of the Lockwood committee. I am informed by peoJ>le who 
claim to know that the combinations uncovered by that com
mittee do not now exist. I do not know whether that is true 
or not; but if they exist, the people of New Yo1·k City desire 
them prosecuted and the men responsible punished. The diffi
culty, however, is that we are to-day having a tremendous boom 
in building in and about New York City, and the men who manu
facture brick have taken advantage of that great demand to 
raise prices unduly, and, in my judgment, I will say to the 
Senator from Arkansas, outrageously. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, again agreeing with the 
conclusions of the Senator from New York that no justification 
exists for even the present duty on bric.ks, and that, therefore, 
there is much less justification for the proposed increases in 
these duties, I call his attention to the fact that my first state
ment respec.1ing this subject was absolutely correct, namely, 
that the demand for an increased duty comes chiefly from two 
localities in the United States. One of them, according to the 
record, is New York City, and the other is from the manufac
turers of brick near the Canadian boundary line, particularly 
in the State of Washington. While importations have been 
merely nominal, the manufacturers of refractory brick in New 
York and vicinity have claimed that the preservation of the 
industry is absolutely dependent upon an increase in the tariff. 

To show the Senator that this declaration is true and that 
there has been a request, and an urgent one, from his city for 
an increase, particularly on refractory brick, I refer him to 
page 376 of the House hearings before the Committee on W~ ys 
and Means on Schedule B, in which is printed a long brief on 
behalf of the Refractory Brick :Manufacturers' Association of 
New York, in which the contention is made and repeated that 
unless Congress imposes an inc.Teased duty on this- particular 
class of brick dire results to the industry may be expected. It 
is also claimed in that brief that unless the increase be granted 
the capital invested in refractory brick manufacturing in the 
United States, amounting to $220,000,000, will be sacrificed and 
that many of the laborers employed in the 200 plants manufac
turing refractory bricks will become idle. The point is that 
with appalling conditions respecting building materials pr vail
ing in New York, those representing the organizations which con
trol the industry, while they were charging enormous pro.fits 
upon their produc~ were appealing to the Congress for an in
crease in the tariff duties on their product, on the theory that 
unless Congress granted that increase their industries would be 
destroyed. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, if the Senator from .Arkan ns 
will permit me, a request for the increased duty on refractory 
brick refers, of course, to brick that are used for lining fur
naces. Refractory brick, as I understand, are not used for 
building purposes. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand that perfectly well, but a 
furnace is a structure, and refractory brick which are used 
for many purposes constitute- one of the principal branches of 
the brick manufacturing industry. There has never be n a 
time when ordinary structural brick have been imported into 
the United States from any source in any "important quantity. 

.. 
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So I ask the Senator from New York: Why does his party iilr 
sist upon an increase in the duty now imposed on common 
brick? 

Mr. S'l'ANLEY. Mr. President--
Mr. CALDER. I will say to the Senator from Arkansas, it 

he will permit me-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan

sas yield ; and if so, to whom? 
Mr. ROBL~SON. I yield first to the Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. ST.Allt"'LEY. l\Ir. President, while I am not a brick ex

pert, nevertheless I think it will not do to say that the use of 
refractory bricks is confined to the construction of furnaces. 
The fire clay which is used for making furnace brick is ..also 
use<l for making a thousand other kinds of materiaL In my 
opinion the greater part of the output from all the establish
ments making refractory brick is used in making tiling, sewer 
pipe, in building, and in paving streets, and all that sort of 
thing. If the Senator from New York will go to New Cumberland, 
in 'Vest Virginia, he will find the streets there are paved with 
refractory brick, and that houses are built of it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky 
is correct. Refractory brick are used in all construction work 
which requires the exposure of the materials to high degrees ot 
heat. The value of refractory brick Hes in its resistant power 
to the action of heat, and it is used for very many purposes. 
The industry is quite a large one. Fire brick were produced 
in 32 States in 1916, and the total value of the product was 
$30,800,000. The average importations of fire brick do not ex. 
ceed $100,000 worth per year, and they are probably very much 
le than that. 

To illustrate the absurdity of this attempt to increase the 
tariff on brick, there is in the RECORD a brief filed by a di tin
guished statesman representing in another body the State of 
Idaho, and he makes the declaration in his brief that-

There are two small plants producing fire brick, located in my home 
county in. Idaho, and these plants are in competition with fire brick 
produced in Scotland, Englirnd, and elsewhere, wher e wages and con
ditions are not at all adequate for the American labQI€t'. 

In a thousand years brick produced in Scotland could not 
reach Idaho because of the character of the commodity, its 
weight, and the necessary charges incident to its transporta
tion. Yet we have Idaho appealing to the Congress of the 
United States for the protection of its refractory brick manu
facturing industry by increasing to a very large degree the 
tariff on this necessary and indispensable product. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
1\Ir. ROBINSON. · I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
1\Ir. WALSH of l\fa.ssachusetts. I understand the figures to 

indicate that the imports were one-third of 1 per cent of the 
dome tic production. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The average imports are less than one
third of 1 per cent, and in a sense the importation is not 
competitive, but is supplemental to American production. In 
a very important sense refractory brick which have been 
brought into the United States from foreign countries have not 
come in ..spite of American production, but they have come sup
plementary to American production, because of peculiar shape 
or character of the brick, or something else pertaining to their 
manufacture which is not easily supplied by the American 
industry. 

The industry of manufacturing common brick is not sub
ject to the competition of foreign importations, but under the 
pro-dsions of this bill it is proposed, as I read the paragraph, 
to levy a tax of 25 per cent ad valorem on common brick, which, 
a s I have said, are not the subject of importation. Therefore 
the only effect of the proposed duty will be to give greater 
power to the combinations and trusts that are already con
trolling the right and privilege of the American people to build 
homes at a reasonable cost. I challenge Senators in the ma
jority-and they can take their time while the brick schedule is 
under consideration to consider the matter-to give a reason for 
increasing the tariff on common brick.. The manufacturers of 
common brick in this country have never been and can never be 
by the nature of the industry in competition with foreign manu
facturers. If there is any purpose in the proposed increase, if 
it is to have any effect, it will accomplish the purpose of ena
blinO' the American manufacturers to enter into combinations 
among themselves to do elsewhere what they have done in New 
York City-rob the public. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. Presideut--
~he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North 

Dakota. 
l\Ir. SII\IMONS. Mr. President, I will add, if the Senator will 

parnon me--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield, to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I merely yielded, as I sup
posed. for a question or a suggestion, but it appears that we are 
going off into a subject which we will reach in due time. I 
should like to get back to the pending question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 1'.ir. President, I think I ought to thank the 
Senator from North Dakota for yielding to me, and I do so. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. Mr. President, there are two things that 
our good friends on the other side seem to rail against most 
vigorously and viciously. The one is the duty on fire brick 
and the other is the duty on asbestos. 

l\fr. President, it is true that we have recommended in this 
bill a 25 per cent ad valorem duty upon brick. Let us see who 
is asking for it-not those who are in this combination to fur
nish brick for the city of New York at five or six times wha.t 
it costs them, but along the Canadian border, where they are 
using and malting brick upon both sides. The Canadian can 
bring his brick into the United States free, while if we desire 
to export a few bricks into Canada we have to pay an ad 
valorem tax of 25 per cent, as I now remember. 

Now let us see what the brickmaker along the border has 
to contend with. 

The scale of wages is perhaps known by the Senator from 
New York [~1r. CALDER], who is also a builder, better than by 
any other man in that section of the country. He pays his 
bricklayers $12 a day, with a limited a.mount of work that 
must be performed. He pays his plasterers $15 a day. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICE"{i. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. l\IcCUl\IBER. Will not the Senator allo1V me to finish? 
Mr. ROBINSON. I should like to ask the Senator a ques

tion. I want to know what the wages paid to bricklayers have 
to do with the cost of the manufacture of brick? 

1\!r. McCUl\IBER. Let us consider the situation. 
The Senator from New York pays $15 a day for his plaster

ers. Then there is a combination on the 'part of those who 
furnish building materials. and they get enormous prices. That 
_does not stop just with the city of New York, but it reaches 
into other sections to such an extent that building to-day is 
getting so terrifically expensive that people have to cease build
ing h-0mes. The prices not only of the bricklayer and the 
plasterer but the prices of the material, fixed by a combina
tion, are so extraordinarily high compared with the earnings 
of most of the people that they are forcing people to live in 
little stalls and apartments in all our cities. The cost of 
building is out of proportion to the cost of anything else in the 
country. The result is that the brickmaker who has to live in 
a house which is built by carpenters at $12 a day and plas
terers at $15 a day feels that he has to have a pretty good 
profit upon hi<; brick in order to live, and I think be has some 
justification for it. I think the difference in the price because 
of the duty upon brick would not amount to a bagatelle in the 
matter of the cost of building any kind of a structure in the 
city of New York, and the Senator from New York, who is a 
builder himself, admits that that is true; that it is fixed by 
combinations, and not by inherent value of the material that 
goes info it. 

But, l\1r. President, we are coming to the brick schedule 
in a short time, and we may have it passed over for the day; 
but right now we are upon another feature of the tariff bill, on 
which I hope we can get a vote soon. I ask that the next amend
ment be stated from the desk. 

:Mr. STANLEY obtained the floor. 
Mr. 1\lcCU~IBER. Mr. President, I believe I have the floor 

yet. 
The PRESIDmG- OFFICER. The Chair thought the Sena

tor had aske<l for a vote on the amendment. 
Mr. McOU:MBER. No; I asked that the amendment be stated ' 

because I wanted to offer an amendment to it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The next amendment is on 

page 29, beginning on line 10, where the committee proposes to 
strike out "25 per cent ad valo1·em" and to insert in lieu thereof 
~' 1 cent per pound," so that. if amended, it will read: 

Formate, 1 cent per pound. 

l\1r. l\IcCUl\IBER. l\:Ir. President, on a reconsideration of this 
schedule the committee will make several recommendations, 
some lowering the duties proposed, and in this particular in
stance raising the duty from 1 cent per pound to 2 cents per 
pound. That ought to have been done in the committee before, 
because after the 1 cent per pound rate had been fixed the 
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duty had been made 4 cents per pound on formic acid. It 
takes two pounds of formate to make one pound of formic acid. 
We ,have already agreed to the formic-acid duty of 4 cents per 
pound. We ought, therefore, to have 2 cents a pound as the 
proper differential between formate and formic acid. Other
wise, of course, the formate comes in instead of the formic acid. 

The PRESII~ING OFFICER. The question is on the amend
ment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, I presume I have the floor 
this time. I rose simply to make an observation. 

The argument on the. brick schedule made by the Senator 
from North Dakota is most significant-more significant than 
even a useless rate upon an article not imported to any appre
ciable degree, for the sole and manifest purpose of protecting 
a voracious trust, admittedly devouring the substance of an 
almost homeless people. With such a situation before him, 
with that c~ndition undenied, with these appalling crimes 
against men seeking to live under their own vine and fig tree 
openly established, the Senator from North Dakota shows a 
cavalier unconcern that is as insb.·uctive as it is appalling. 

It is said, Mr. President, that the immortal daring of the 
only troops that ever withstood Pickett's boy brigade, the stub
born courage that enabled them from behind a stone wall to 
stay the furious charge till the immortal heights were strewn 
three deep with the picked troops who were to the Army of 
Northern Virginia what the old guard was to the grand army 
of Napoleon, it is said, Mr. President, their valor was in
spired by the cry, "We are :fighting on our own home soil!" 
and that many of those who fought and bled upon Seminary 
Ridge could almost see the lights from their own cottage homes 
upon the hills round about them: 

There is nothing in all this world that so stabilizes govern
ment, so inspires industry, so safeguards virtue, so spreads hap
piness in time of peace and daring in time of war, as the owner
ship of his home by the citizen. Give me a community any
where made up of individual owners of their own cottage 
homes, and I will show you a community thrifty, virtuous, and 
martial; and the man who goes into a conspiracy to profiteer 
upon the hearthstones of America is guilty of a kind of trea
son. Yet when the Senator - from North Dakota is advised, 
when the report is read, when the profiteering is admitted, what 
is his answer? Is it like that of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. CALDER], that possibly we had better revise this schedule? 
Oh, no! What is his answer? That it would be well to see 
whether this duty would act simply as a guaranty of securities 
to a trust in the pursuit of its nefarious business? Oh, no! 
" The laboring man," says the Senator from North Dakota, "is 
getting too much. Bricklayers are getting rich in New York"; 
and great scalding tears flow down his cheeks when he tells of 
the prosperity of the bricklayer, and the danger of profiteering 
by the plasterer. " Plasterers,'' he cries in alarm, " are getting 
over a dollar an hour. My God! What is the country coming 
to? Let us do away with the plasterers' union while you wait." 
It means that or it means nothing. If plasterers and brick
layers are not overpaid, his argument is a mere rhapsody of 
words. If they are overpaid, and there is a labor trust, what 
does his argument amount to? Why, where one trust exists, 
another must be tolerated; that is all. 

He says the laborers are~getting too much; they ar~ guilty 
of extortion; therefore we ought to help the brickmaker to be 
guilty of further extortion. The poor, downtrodden millionaire, 
owner of this costly apparatus for making refractory brick, 
in which there are hundreds of millions invested, has had to 

• pay too much for plastering a room and therefore he shall be 
given immunity in his nefarious business, and to plunder the 
community at large, because a hod carrier overcharged him. 

Is it possible that with his long and diStinguished service in 
this body, with his splendid equipment as a legislator, with his 
magnificent power of debate, with his fine imagination and 
wealth of diction, he can nowhere see anything else in this thing 
but the narrow personal interest of a brick mason and a brick 
maker? Oh, if the Senator from North Dakota and those who 
are associated with him could realize that there is another 
quantity an unknown quantity, in this equation, that there are 
men who live in homes as well as men who plaster them, and 
as well as men who make the brick that go into them. How 
about the millions who pay the plasterer and buy the brick? 
Have they no rights? Is it to be said that any old trust shall 
escape if you can find another trust, especially a labor trust, 
just as bad? 

Is it possible we have resolved ourselves into a solemn moot 
court, and when it is shown that a duty is unnecessary, that it 
makes it harder to secure a home, that it goes into the polluted 
coffers of an admittedly insatiate, grasping combine making 

from 200 to 300 per cent, shall we permit them to go scot free 
if their apologists can only find some other combination just 
as bad, and disregard the rights of the voiceless millions of 
America, who to-day are crowded into unwholesome tenements, 
who sleep in tents or wander upon the highways? What of the 
thousands just starting out in life, l\fr. President? To me there 
is no more beautiful sight than a strong youth and a loving girl 
building, in fond fancy, a vine·-clad cottage somewhere on a hill
side or in a quiet street. But they are not to have their own 
little home. They are never to build their own love cot. They 
are never to raise their little brood under their own vine and :fig 
tree. They are to remain tenants. They are to be crowded into 
unwholesome places, children are to be born in darkness, where 
consumption devours their lungs, and ophthalmia eats out their 
eyes, in order, according to the Senator from North Dakota, 
that the Brick Trust magnates may be compensated for having 
paid too much to a brick mason or a plasterer. 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. Mr. President, I have generally tried to be 
fair in my arguments. I have never put up a straw man and 
proceeded to knock him down, no matter how eloquent I might 
have been in attempting to do so; but not being an eloquent 
speaker like the Senator from Kentucky, I have never tried to 
erect such an individual and then proceed to knock him to pieces. 
I have tried to deal with facts, and when I called attention to 
the fact that in the city of New York those who control the 
building material were reaping enormous profi ts, and that enor
mous wages were being paid as compared with what were paid 
a few years ago, while men who had earned a meager living 
digging the clay to make bricks in Idaho were out of employ
ment, I did not think that I had said anything in favor of the 
great combinations. But I want to ask my good friend from Ken
tucky in all earnestness, if he does not think that the man out 
in Idaho, who is a laborer, walking the streets to-day looking 
for a job because the mill that was making his fire brick has 
been shut down, is just as much entitled to his little love cot as 
the man who is receiving $15 a day in the t ity of New York, 
and as mucb. as t he profiteer who is raising the price of bis 
product ten times over is entitled to occupy h is loYe cot? 

I brought up this disparagement in the cost of making a home 
in New York and the cost of employment and the cost of build
ing material to show that the brickmaker and the man wllo is 
digging the clay to make the bricks are also entitled to some 
protection, and entitled to the same protection as citizens in any 
other section of the country. 

If that is offensive to the Senator from Kentucky, I am orry 
to find him that sensitive. I think tllat the people of all . ec
tions of the country have a right to have their 11roduct pro
tected to such a degree that the American labor r can get a 
job and hold it in every State of the Union. 

Mr. STANLEY. l\1r. President, the Senator from Kentucky 
was not at all offended, of course, by anything that was said by 
his esteemed friend from North Dakota. There was nothing 
personal in it one way or the other. I was simply grieved to 
hear so great a statesman give utterance with such unconcern 
to such an appalling political heresy and to how uch indiffer
ence to so great a number of his fellow citizens. I was r ather 
voicing my surprise and my grief than any ensitiveness. 

Mr. McCUMBER. l\1r. President, I thought I condemned, 
in as strong language as I could, the combination which had 
fixed prices of building material so high that people were com
pelled to live in stalls, and I felt that that was sufficient to 
indicate my disapproval; but the Senator from Kentucky ecms 
not to have so much objection to that as to the man out in 
Idaho who is ma.1.'ing some fire bricks being able to supply his 
section of the country as against the Canadian imports. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, the discu sion of this brick 
schedule, like the discussion of all the other schedule in the 
tariff bill so far, has shown how little Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber know about what conditions the indu t ries 
of this country have to meet from Canada and from other 
countries. 

I have here a short letter I · want to read, which tell very 
well the story of the difference in conditions in the brick-making 
industry in Canada and Scotland and in this country. In Scot
land they make brick and ship them around through the Panama 
Canal, taking up the markets of brick which is manufactured 
in Idaho. This tells the story very briefly and very well. It 
is the same story that could be applied to every other indu try 
in this country; it tells of the same conditions which laboring 
men have to meet everywhere and which protection is designed 
to improve. • 

You have never given any consideration to the thought of a 
protective tariff for the American laborer. You hold that it is 
unconstitutional and morally wrong, and for that reason, of 
course, you have never even given it a passing thought. 
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This is a letter from J. B. Watson, of Troy, ldaho, manager 

of the Idaho Fire Brick Co., in which he says: 
TROY, !DA.HO, Aprii 3, 191?!. 

Hon. F. R. GoonJNG, 
Senator, United State8 Senate, 'Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sl!lNATOR: We believe the new tariff bill has passed the House 
-0f Congress and is now up for discussion in the House ot Sena tors. 
We <.lo not know whether the import tariff on jmported fire brick has 
been increased from 10 per cent, as it was, or not. We. earnestly ask 
yourself to 11se your best efforts to have this tariff increased from 10 
per cent to 25 per cent. 

We are selling very few brick in Everett, Seattle, Tacoma, or Port
land. Any business we are getting is from inland points. 

FACTS TO BE REMEMBERED. 

Ocean freight rate from the Clyde River in Scotland and the Tyne 
Rivel' in 'England to Seattle and other Pacific coast ports is only a 
few cents mo~ per ton than the railroad freights are from Troy, 
Idaho, or SptJkane, Wash., to S~attle and other Pac~c ports. Th.en, 
in Scotland a very great deal of the labor necessary m manufacturmg 
the brick is done by females. 

As to fire brick imported from Clayburn, British Columbia : The rail
road freight Clayburn to Seattle is 17 cents and to Ta~oma is 18 cents 
per hundredweight. Our rate to Seattle and Tacoma 1s 2H cents per 
bundl'edweight, a 11ifl'erence of $3.15 to .s~ttle and .$2.4.5 t~ Tacoma 
per 1,000 brick in favor of Claybu~~1 Bntish Columb~a. Besides this, 
this Clayburn company uses cheap tllDdU labor. at their 'plan~, and fu~
ther on account of Hindu and Chinese labor m the coal mmes, their 
coal' is much cheaper in price than our coal is. 

Again, the Canadian import tariff on fire brick, Unit.ed States manu
facture. is 22 per cent, with 2 per cent sales tax , total 24i per 

,cent. • • • 
bl 'l'llat is on brick from Canada into the United States. So that 

is the condition the brick.makers in my ·State· have to meet. The 
manufacturers in Canada employ Hindu 1-abor not only in the 
brickyards but in the coal mines. Women laborers are em
ployed in Scotland, and that is what the brick plants of the 
West must meet. The freight rate the foreigners have to pay 
is about the same or a little more than we have to pay in Idaho. 
That is the condition which confronts the two little manufac
turino- plants we have in our State, and that is the real issue 
befor: Congress and before the Senate to-day~ whether we will 
fix a rate which ·will equalize the difference which exists in the 
costs of production of any product, whether it is brick or any
thing else, and give us a chance to work our factories. The 
other side is not even willing to give our citizens the same pro
tection that Canada gives their as against the United States. 
It is a simple, plain story, but it present.s the whole ta.riff ques
tion as to protection, and it will be found to apply to every 
industry and every case, if Senators on the other side will just 
take the tirue to make an honest investigation, instead of cast
ing insults across the aisle to this side, talking about the bill 
ha >ing been framed behind closed doors in the interest of 
predatory wealth, in all of which they know there is no truth 
at all. 

I gave up a great deal of time while this bill was being 
framed and saw a great deal of the efforts -0f the committee. 
No men ever worked harder than they did, and this is the be t 
tariff bill that has ever been presented to Congress protecting 
the interests of this whole country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment as modified by the committee. 

l\[r. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I suggest the 
ab ence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Bal! - Harrison Myers Shortridge 
Bor:i.b Hefiin Nelson Simmons 
Bursum Jones, N. Mex. Newberry Smoot 
Calder Jones, Wash. Nicholson Spencer 
Cnpp~r Kellogg Norris Swanson 
Caraway Kendrick Oddie Townsend 
Colt Keyes Overman Underwood 
Culberson Ladd Page Wadsworth 
Curtis Lodge PeJ?per Walsh, Mass. 
Fletcher McCumber Phi pp Warren 
Frelinghuysen McKinley Pomerene Watson, Ga. 
Glass McLean Ransdell Watson, Ind. 
Gooding McNary RaWS-On Williams 
Hale Moses Sheppard Willis 

Mr. CURTIS. I was requested to announce the absence of 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEW] on official business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Fifty-six Senators having an
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is 
on the amendment as modified by the committee. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. Pl'esident, the amendment 
proposed by the chairman of the committee is found in line 11, 
page 29, in which it is proposed to ~increase the duty on formate 
from 1 cent per pound to 2 cents per pound. The only reason 
gi>en for the proposed increa e is the fact that the duty here
tofore fixed upon formic acid was 4 cents a pound and it takes 
2 pounds of the formate to make 1 pound of the acid. There-

fore the committee is going to increase the duty from 1 cent 
per pound to 2 cents per pound on formate, the material from 
which formic acid and oxalic acid is made. 

It seems to me unless a better reason than that can be given 
we should go back and reduce the duty on formic acid from 4 
cents a pound to 2 cents. Merely because we find an in
equality in the gradations of the duty from one material to 
another, we are complacently told that this duty should be in
creased 100 per cent higher than the committee originally 
thought it should be. It is a very simple process ·to increase 
the duty in that way, and it may be satisfactory to some people 
who have no other reason than that to give. I believe that the 
Senate is entitled to know why the duty on formic acid and 
oxalic acid should not be reduced rather than arbitrarily to 
increase the duty on this item from 1 cent to 2 cents per 
pound. Unless there is some other excuse for it than that, I 
do not see how it can be justified by anyone. 

If it were the other way, if we had found that the rate on 
the material out of which the so-called finished product is made 
was too high, we might reduce it; but here, simply because a 
duty has been fixed at 4 cents per pound on formic acid and a 
similar duty on the oxalic acid, both of which are made from 
formate, we are now asked to increase the duty on formate, the 
raw material, to correspond with what has been put upon the 
so-called :finished product. I do not think it can be justified. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment as modified. by the committee. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was, on page 30, line 

1, paragraph 80, after the word "potato" and the comma, to 
strike out " li" and insert "2," so as to read: 

Starch : Potato, 2 cents per pound. 

l\lr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, this paragraph refers to 
potato starch and o er starches. The proposal is to strike 
out " lt cents" per pound, as carried in the House text, and 
insert "2 cent.s." I 3.m unable to see any sound reason for the 
amendment. The record in the matter discloses the following 
state of facts : 

Under the act of 1909, the Payne-Aldrich law, the duty was 
1! cents a pound on potato starch. Undel' the act uf 1913, the 
Underwood la.w, it was made 1 cent a pound. Too Ways and 
Means Committee reported the pending bill to the House, and 
it passed the House carrying the original Payne-Aldrich duty 
of It cents per pound. The Finance Committee of the Senate 
now proposes to increase that to 2 cents per pound. 

It is unnecessary to do that on any basis or idea of protec
tion. The industry, 1n the first place, does not need it. The most 
valiant protectionist, it would seem, would not urge the duty 
upon that basis. If we consider it from the standpoint of 
raising revenue, the statistics a.re rather enlightening in that 
they show the effect .to be just the contrary. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, does the Senator say the article 
does not need a protective duty? 

l\1r. FLETCHER. A duty of 1 cent per pound is the proper 
duty, from my standpoint. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator will read the report of the Tariff 
Commission, he will find that that 1s not sufficient, and that this 
is one of the items on which they say absolutely that the present 
rate is not sufficient. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The statistics show that the imports of 
starch for 1909--1913 a'\"eraged 13,730,665 pounds, valued at 
$375,767. That was under the Payne-Aldrich Act of 1909, when 
the rate was li cents a pound. In 1913 the rate was changed 
to 1 cent a pound, and what followed? From 1914 to 1918 the 
imports averaged 15,143,778 pounds, valued .at $684,714, and 
approximately 95 per cent of tho e importations bcing potato 
starch. So under the act where the rate was 1 cent a pound 
we imported more of the starch-it is true of a higher value-
and we got much more reT'enue out of it. 

l\fr. SMOOT. But that was potato starch, and that is exactly 
where the competition is so se>ere, as the Tariff Commission 
state. 

l\Ir. FLETCHER. That is true; the larger proportion of tho e 
importations was of potato starch. But the value increa ed from 
$375,167 in the period 1909 to 1913 to $684,714 in the period 
1914 to 1918, showing that we derived a great deal more reve
nue under a 1-cent duty than we did under a it-cent duty. 

l\lr. SMOOT. The Senator knows very well that the price of 
potatoes during the war was exceedingly high, and that is why 
the revenue was increased; but under the specific duty the 
price of the commodity made no difference in the amount of the 
revenue. Under a specific duty of so much per pound, whether 
it is a dollar a pound or 2 cents a pound, the priee of the com
modity makes no difference as to revenue. 
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Mr. FLETCHER. The unit value of the importations under 
the 1-cent-a-pound rate decreased from 8 cents in 1918 to 4 cents 
in 1921, according to the statistics. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. That is a decrease of 50 per cent, but the spe
cific duty was 1 cent a pound on the number of pounds imported; 
it made no difference what the price was. 

l\fr. FLETCHER. In 1918 the number of pounds imported 
was 20,416,589; in 1919 the number of pounds imported was 
2,121,403 ; in 1920 it was 14,134,454, and for the first nine 
mouths of 1921 it was 4,101,561. 

Mr. Sl\lOOT. In other words, about 60 per cent of our con
sumption of potato starch was imported, all of the importations 
coming from Germany. However, I shall not interrupt the 
Senator from Florida now, but shall give the figures later. 

l\Ir. FLETCHER. Very well. I shall be very · glad to con
tinue so that I may present the matter in a logical order, if 
possible. 

Before the World War, as the Senator from Utah has sug
gested, Germany and the Netherlands supplied practically all, 
but in the last two years some of these importations have come 
from Japan. The fact is also that the important industry of 

·this country is the cornstarch industry. The potato-starch 
industry is not very important to us, although it is the most 
imporant branch of the industry in Europe. Our manufacturers 
of cornstarch are developing processes whereby they are •ery 
largely substituting the cornstarch for the potato starch. In 
the Summary of Information the Tariff Commission says: 

Means have been found to make varieties of cornstarch suitable for 
use in the textile industry; these are severally competitive with potato 
starch. 

Of the output in 1914 approximately 93 per cent of our pro
duction was from corn and only 3.8 per cent from potatoes. 
The remainder was obtained from wheat, rice, and cassava. 

Cornstarch is by far the most important ).ndustry in this country ; 
potato starch, the most i.mporta.nt in Europe, ranks second in con
umption. 

We are finding a way to make cornstarch serve the purposes 
of potato starch. We do not really nee<l a very great deal of 
potato starch apparently, and our production is largely of the 
cornstarch rather than of the potato starch. 

As I have said, the figures show that we derived a greater 
revenue from potato starch under the 1-cent-a-pound duty than 
we did under a Ii-cent-a-pound duty. Now, the committee pro
poses to make the duty 2 cents a pound. I think we are pro
ceeding in the wrong direction. 

As to ouT exports, we have exported very la.rgely starch. 
From 1914 to 1918 we averaged 122,848,429 pounds, valued at 
$3,913,104. Practically all of that was cornstarch. Over one
half went to EnglanQ. and Scotland, while before the war the 
Netherlands and Belgium also took large quantities. In 1918 
we exported 33,619,821 pounds, valued at $1,758,557. That was 
cornstarch. Of other starch, which would include potato 
starch, if we export much of that-and perhaps we export very 
little of it, although we did export starches of other kinds than 
cornstarch-we exported 16,083,388 pounds in 1918; we ex
ported 89,703,821 pounds in 1919; 31,480,284 pounds in 1920; 
and for the first nine months of 1921 we imported 21580,140 
pounds. It appears, therefore, that we are exporting very 
largely starches other than cornstarch. 

I have mentioned the great quantity of cornstarch which we 
export. As I have said, we have developed the industry, chieily 
along the lines of the cornstarch product, and we are making 
use of cornstarch in many cases where formerly we used 
potato starch. 

It seems also from the statistics that, while potato starch 
is the important industry in Europe, it is not so important in 
this country, and we are very largely substituting for potato 
starch the product of the corn. Therefore we are not very 
greatly concerned about the potato-starch production, which 
is already small and growing smaller by reason of our ability 
to substitute cornstarch for potato starch, as well as for other 
reasons. 

The record also shows, as I have stated, that we got more 
revenue for the Treasury under a 1-cent-a-pound duty than we 
did under a H-cents-a-pound duty. I think, therefore, it would 
be a mistake to increase the rate from lt cents to 2 cents a 
pound as is proposed by the committee. I offer an amendment 
to strike out " 2 cents a pound" and to insert " 1 cent a pound," 
so as to make the duty 1 cent a pound. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean to imply that we do not 

have any use for potato starch in this country? 

Mr. FLETCHER. We have use for it, but it is not a very 
extensive product, and we derive a certain amount of revenue 
by imposing a tluty, and I am therefore in favor of the duty. 
However, our principal starch product is cornstarch. 

Mr. HA.LE. But there are certain uses for potato starch 
which cornstarch can not possibly supply. Is not that true? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I pre ume that is so. · In the textile in
dustry and: in the manufacture of dextrine potato starch has 
certain advantages which give it a market even at a higher 
price. 

Mr. HALE. So that there is still the same mar~et that there 
always has been. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I am not advised as to whether the market 
for potato starch has increased. I presume, however, that the 
demand for it- has not really increased over what it has been 
heretofore, but, rather, it has gone the other way, I take it, 
from the fact that the production of potato starch is only 3.8 
per cent of the production of cornstarch in this country. 

Mr. HALE. That has nothing to do with the potato- tarch 
industry. What the Senator has said is simply in relation to 
cornstarch. The cornstarch i tern is not now up for action. 
We are dealing merely with the question of potato starch. 

The Senator has said that we derived more revenue from a 
duty of 1 cent a pound than we did from a duty of 1! cents a 
pound. That may be true; but if there was any increase of 
revenue, it was entirely at the expense of the potato- tarch 
industry in this country. In my State in 1894 there were 75 
starch mills in operation, producing from twenty to thirty mil
lion pounds of potato starch. At the present time we have 45 
such mills, and most of them are not in operation, although 
they do certain desultory work, and can be placed in operation 
at any time. 

The potatoes used in the making of starch are not the highest 
grade of potatoes. The starch is made from the culls, from 
the potatoes which have been affected by rust, and from rotten 
potatoes. It is a very important matter to the people of Maine 
that the tarch industry should be kept alive, because when a 
crop is poor and there are many potatoes of inferior quality, 
we can take care of those potatoes by making potato starch. 
If, on the other hand, the crop is a large crop and can not find 
a market, we can use the surplus in mak'ing starch. 

If we have a duty of 2 cents a pound we can carry on the 
busine , as was the case under the duty which prevailed be
fore 1894. In 1894, however, the duty was cut down to 1! cents, 
and in 1913 to 1 cent, and as a result of the duty of 1 cent a 
pound our potato-starch business has been greatly damaged. 

We are simply asking for the lowest rate of duty under which . 
the industry can live. We are not asking for an increa e above 
2 cents, despite the fact that the wages of labor have doubled, 
despite the fact also that coal, which is u ed in drying out the 
starch, has also gone up, and that railroad rates have doubled. 
Nevertheless we are asking only for 2 cents, and we hope to 
get along with that. It seems to me that such a rate is not very 
exorbitant. 

1\1.r. FLETCHER. Mr. President, of course a rate of 2 cents 
a pound is an increase of one-half cent a pound above the 
Payne-Aldrich rate, which was always regarded as highly pro
tective. The present duty of 1 cent a pound is equivalent to an 
ad valorem rate of about 20 per cent, and now the proposal is 
to double that or to make it 40 per cent, for that is what it will 
am.ount to in the ad valorem equivalent. In my judgment, we 
will lose revenue by increasing the duty to that extent, and 
there is no justification for it on any other ground. 

l\fr. HALE. But if we do not increase the duty the busine s 
will be driven out of existence. We are compelled to meet 
Japanese competition, for, as the Senator has already shown, in 
1918, 21,000,000 pounds were brought into this country from 
Japan. The Japanese starch can be delivered at 4i cents on 
the east coast at the mills. We are compelled, as I have said, 
to meet that competition in some way, and unless we get a 
proper duty we can not possibly meet it, and the industry will 
be compelled to go out of existence. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I will simply state that 
there will be a falling off in the revenue if we increase the 
duty, and that it is proposed to increase it 100 per cent above 
the present duty, which will make an equivalent ad valorem rate 
of 40 per cent. Of course, that will also mean a very great 
increase in the price of the article. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say, as far as potato 
starch is concerned, that there are certain of the textile indus
tries that can use only dextrine made from potato starch. 
Every textile industry would prefer to have dextrine made of 
potato starch. It makes a better sizing; it is better for the 
purposes for which dextrine is used in the textile industry; and 
witb the finer threads, particularly in the woolen schedule, I ~ 

I 
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not care what price they had to pay, they would still use dex
trine made from potato starch. It is true that in the ordinary, 
common use of dextrine for the purpose of sizing they can use 
dextrine made from cornstarch. 

As to the falling off of the importations, the only reason. why 
the importations fell off in the latter part of the year 1921 was 
that only 15 per cent of the looms in the woolen mills of the 
United States were running, and of course they did not purchase 
the dextrine, because there was no use for it while the looms 
were idle. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, has the Senator the fig
ures---0r can the Senator from 1\Iaine help us out on that-as 
to what it is costing om· manufacturers here to produce this 
starch? The Senator said it could be delivered from Germany 
at 4 cents per pound. What does it cost our manufacturers? 

Mr. HALE. In the hearings before the House committee a 
brief was filed by one of the starch manufacturers showing that 
the starch they had on hand now cost them 6 cents a pound to 
produce. That, of course, is more than it ordinarily costs. 

l\Ir. Sl\lOOT. And I will say to the Senator that the domestic 
p1ice to-day is 5 cents a pound and the pre-war price was 51 
cents a pound. Of course, I recognize that the price is very 
low to-day because of overproduction, because the woolen mills 
have been closed, and that the domestic price to-day is a quarter 
of a cent less than the pre-war price. 

I want to say also that the very next amendment that we 
intend to offer will be offered to paragraph 81, which is based 
upon potato starch. Under that paragraph dextrine made 
from potato starch or potato flour i~ given a duty of 11 cents 
a pound. It takes 100 pounds of potato starch to make 80 
pounds of dextrine, so that with the duty of 2 cents a pound 
on potato starch the duty on dextrine ought to be 2} cents. In 
other words, if the Senator desires to figure it out, it would be 
as 80 is to 100, say, or as 2 cents is to x-that is the way we 
used to figure it in school-and that means 2! cents ; and the 
committee intended to make that change in reporting the bill 
to the Senate. \Ve will have to offer that amendment as soon 
as this amendment of 2 cents a pound on potato starch is 
agreed to, if it is agreed to. 

l\Ir. FLETCHER. I bad not contemplated that, becau~ the 
bill as reported does not show that the committee proposed 
that amendment and it does not appear, so far as we can judge 
from the bill, that the purpose is to change paragraph 81 at all. 
What the Senator says now is that he proposes to amend the 
bill on page 30, line 4, by changing'' H" to what? 

l\Ir. SMOOT. To "2!." In other words, it takes 100 pounds 
of potato starch to make 80 pounds of dextrine made from 
potato starch, and as the bill is reported the duty on potato 
starch is 2 cents a pound and the duty on dextrine made from 
potato starch is only 1! cents a pound; and the differential, 
as I say to the Senator, is equal to the difference between 1-1 
and 2i. 

l\Ir. FLETCHER. Mr. President, my disposition is to pro
ceed as rapidly as we can with this bill. I do not want to 
take up any- unnecessary time. I am perfectly willing to con
sider both these paragraphs as we go along now; and in that 
connection I will say that if this motion is made it means that 
there will be a very great increase over the act of 1909, because 
under that act dextrine carried a duty of H cents per pound. 

Mr. SMOOT. The duty on dextrine in the act of 1909 was 
H cents a pound; as the Senator says; but I want to call the 
Senator's attention to the fact that the Tariff Commission state 
that very thing and what the result was. They say : 

In the conversion of starch to dextrine 80 to 88 parts of dextrine 
are obtained from 100 pounds of starch. In some of the previous tariff 
acts starch was made dutiable at a higher rate than the dextrine made 
from it, but the act of 1913 provides a one-fourth cent greater duty 
on dextrines than on the corresponding starches. The difference in 
price between starch and the dextrine made from it is usually between 
1 and 2 cents. 

The Senator can see, of course, that that is the case, and the 
mistake was made in 1909, and the Tariff Commission refers 
to it. It is perfect nonsense to try to give a duty upon dex
trine and have it the same rate as- on potato starch, because 
it does not balance at all. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I am inclined to think there is merit in 
that suggestion. Nevertheless, I was a little surprised when 
I read paragraph 81 as proposing to carry only a duty of 
it cents a poUlid on dextrine, whereas it is proposed to make 
the duty 2 cents a pound on potato starch; but that would be, 
as I suggest, a very great increase, and I believe that increase 
is unwarranted, as I believe this increase is unwarranted. 

As I say, under the act of 1909 dextrine carried a duty of 
H cents a pound. Under the act of 1913 it carried a duty of 
1-l cents a pound. The statistics show that the production 
of dextrine in 1914 was 18,931,641 pounds, valued at $705,584. 

Domestic production of dextrine has increased greatly since 
1914, the United States now having the largest plants and 
producing more tapioca dextrine than foreign countries· also 
large quantities from potato starch and cornstarch. ' 

The equivalent ad valorem under the duty of 11 cents a 
pound is about 13! per cent. This would make it something 
like three times as much, or nearly 40 per cent ad valorem 
on dextrine, instead of 13!, and 40 per cent ad valorem on 
potato starch, instead of 20 per cent ad valorem. It would 
seem that the industries have prospered greatly, increasing in 
number of plants and output under the duty of lt cents a 
pound on dextrine. Why should we feel it necessary now to 
increase that two or three times? 

I believe that there would be no advantage as far as our 
revenue is concerned in either of these increases, and no need 
for them even for the protection of the industries. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just so that the RECORD will 
show the facts, the duties on all the dextrines named in para
graph 81, with the exception of dextrine made from potato 
starch, are exactly the same as in the act of 1909, namely, Lt 
cents a pound. The differential is not required there as it is 
in the case of potato starch. ' 

''.l'he VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Florida to the committee 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the 
~gure " 2 " before the word " cents" on line 1, page 30, and in 
lieu thereof to insert the figure " 1." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Florida to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on the 

committee amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McCUUBER l\fr. President, on page 30 line 4 the com-

mittee desires to substitute " 2-! " for " 1! " cents. ' 
Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I have ·already 

explained the reason for that, and I think the Senator under
stood that that was necessary, since we have raised the rate 
on potato starch. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Does the Senator say" 2-! "? 
iUr. Sl\IOOT. "'Two and one-half." That is just the dif

ferential between the 100 pounds of potato starch and 80 pounds 
of dextrine. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I can not agree to that increase. I ask 
for a vote on it; that is all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment, as modified, will 
be stated. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The committee now proposes, on 
line 4, to strike out " 1-! " and in lieu thereof to insert " 2!," 
so as to read : · 

Dextrine, made from potato starch or• potato flour, 2~ cents per 
pound. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the committee 
amendment, as modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. On line 8, it is proposed to strike 

out " 25 " and insert " 50." 
Mr. McCUl\fBER. Mr. President, on page 30, line 8, I move 

to strike out "50 " and insert in lieu thereof "40." 
The VICE PRES,IDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. In lieu of the sum proposed to 

be inserted, "50," it is propose<)_ to insert "40," so as to read: 
8trontium: Carbonate, precipitated, nitrate, and oxide, 40 per cent 

ad valorem. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. I 

understand that the Senator from North Dakota has modified 
the committee amendment, so that it is now subject to amend
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If be proposes it as a modifica
tion, it is subject to amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then, l\lr. President, I move to amend the com
mittee amendment by striking out "40" and inserting "20." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the 
modified figure " 40," and in lieu thereof to insert " 20." 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I think my votes here make it 
clear that I am a rather enthusiastic protectionist. I think I 
can prove that even by my friend from New Mexico [Mr. 
JONES]; but I believe that even the modified rate which the 
committee proposes is not justified in this instance. 

1\fy reason for believing that is this: So far as I have been 
able to find out, there is only one manufacturer of strontium 
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nitrate in this country. It is not necessary to name the con- of the American article is 16! cents. So it will be seen that even 
cern, because I do not think this is the proper place for adver- a 5(} per cent duty would not take care of the present differ
tislng businesses or attacking individuals or corporations; but ences in prices. I think that we can assume that the present 
it is a fact that there is only one important manufacturer of cost of the article in the United States must necessarily go 
strontium nitrate in the country. It is al o a fact that there down, and for that reason the committee has made the differen
are some frve or six manufacturers of railway signals in the tiul very much below that which would be required for protec
cou try. It is also a fact that this one company that manufac- tion under the prices gfren here, and even under the prices prior 
tures the trontium nitrate sells its product to one of the signal to the war. 
companies at a very much lower rate than that at which it is l\lr. POMEREJ\TE. Can the Senator advise us as to where 
willing to sell it to any of the other companies. I am advised and by whom strontium nitrate is produced, and the amount 
also that the tran. action to which I have just alluded is under of production in this country, as well as the amount of the 
investigation by the Federal Trade Commission now, but that importations? 
is not important as to this rate. Mr. McCillIB~Il. I do not know that I can just at this 

There are no considerable deposits of strontium in this coun- moment. I can undoubtedly get that information for the 
try, so it can not be said we are going to develop any industry. Senator in a short time. The junior Senator from Ohio has 
The raw material is ve1·y largely imported from England. There stated that there are practically only two concerns producing 
is practically no production here. The rate under the present it in the United States. 
law is 15 per cent. Under that rate the independent companies Mr. SMOOT. There are four concerns. in the United States 
have been able to get along and to buy their strontium nitrate producing it, and about 3,000,000 pounds of nitrate and 
to manufacture their product, namely, railway signals. If the rate carbonate are produced in the United States. 
shall be materially increa edit will not only perpetuate a monop- Mr. WALSH of Ma sachusetts. What are the imports? 
oly to this one company, which has a practical monopoly of the l\Ir. SMOOT. The figures as to the imports are not avail-
manufactnre of strontium nitrate in this country, but through 

1 
able. They come in the basket clause, and the Tariff Commis· 

an arrangement which it has with one of the signal companies, sion can not give us the number of pounds imported. 
it will give to that signal company a practical monopoly of tl1e Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator can see that until lately 

· manufacture of railway ignals in the country. I practically all of the product was imported. 
I am in favor of protection, as I have suggested, and my Mr. SMOOT. AU of it. 

votes prove that; but I do not believe it is wise or defensible I M.r. WILLIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Utah if it 
to adopt a rate which will make pos ible, if it does not invite, is not a fact that the great bulk of this product is .manu· 
that sort of an arrangement. The rate under the present law is I factored by one company in this country, and that it is a by· 
15 per cent. I think, perhaps, the industry might stand an in- product? 
crease of 5 per cent, and, therefore, the amendment I have pro- Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no; it is not a by-product; but the Sena· 
posed would fix the duty at 20 {)€1' cent, 5 per cent lower than tor's statement that the great bulk of it is manufactured by 
that which is fixed in the Hou e text. the Du Ponts is true. There are three other companies in the 

So, in the interest of independe11t production in this country, United States, however, which make it. • , 
I do not believe the Senate wants to do a thing which will prac- l\fr'. WILLIS. I do not desire to take more time but l 
tically centralize this business in the control of one corporation want to read one paragraph from a letter of a citizen ~f Ohio, 
in the country, which, I feel very certain, even the modified rate a man who represents a very modest concern. This is his 
proposed by the committee would do. Therefore, I have moved statement, and I think it reflects the exact facts: 
to substitute 20 per cent in place of 40 per cent, as now pro- Wifu the present duty of 15 per cent (foreign valuation) thes five 
po8ed by the committee, which is 5 per cent more than the rate manufacturers have been able to purchase strontium nitrate and com. 
in the present law aml 5 per cent lower than the rate adopted pete favorably-
by the House. - With the one company which has been getting the favors 

l\fr. 1\f cCUl\fBER. l\lr. President, of course, in fixing these from this. other. concern, w~ich manufa~tures practically all 
rates as a rule 've have to be governed by the matter of the the strontrnm rutrate made m the country. This writer said 
cost of production, the amount of imports, and many other con- further: 
siderations. I have not in my mind now how much of this article Should the new tariff bUI pass, which we undP.rstand increase the , 
· f t d b d h h b th d duty to 25 per cent and based on .American valuation, which would is manu ae ure Y one eoncern an ow muc Y ano er, an mean an increased duty of from 15 to 50 per cent, you will readily 
it is impossible for us always to know whether a concern sells see that it will place these five manufacturers in a very unfavorable 
its product to one person at a lower rate than to another. Ordi- position. 
narily such abu es in trade will take care of themselves in a There is no doubt about that, because they are practically 
short time. But I wish to present some of the details as ex- shut out. If this goes through, it will mean that not only the 
pre sed on page 244 of t.1:¥:' Summary of Tariff Information: production of strontium nitrate but the production of railway 

signals 'vill be centered in one company, and I think it would 
be unwise to bring about that result. I think the 20 per cent 
rate will permit fair competition and furnish a proper degree 
of protection. 

The production of strontium salts increased from 2,006,0.00 pounds 
in 1916, the first available figures, to 4,927,000 in 1918, and then de
creased to 1 ,971,519 in 1919. The output in 1920 by two firms only 
exceeded that of any prnvious year, excei;n 1918. Dome~ tic manufacture 
is chiefly from imported materials, principally celestite from England. 

Imports prior to the war, chiefly from Germanv, supplied the require
ments of the United States for strontium salts. ·in 1914, the only year 
figm·es are available, there were imported l ,!)41,103 pounds of strontium 
salts, of which 1,83.4.733 pounds were strontium nitrate and 52,179 
pounds strontium carbonate. 

Later statistic of import of stroutium nitrate and precipitated 
strontium carbonate are not available, but it is known that considerable 
quantities bave been brought in during 1921. 

Imports of strontium oxide are combined with those of the strontium 
mfoerals (par. 1622). 

Mr. WA.LSH of l\fassachusetts. Mr. President--
1\Ir. McCUl\-IBER. We have the statistics in the Reynolds re

port, which give some indication of the comparative selling 
price of this commodity in the l:Inited States ancl abroad. I 
yield to the Senator, if he desires to ask a question. 

1\lr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I was just about to ask the 
Senator wha.t is the selling price? 

l\ir. McCUl\fBER. Let us take strontium nitrate, pure : The 
Reynolds report gives the foreign value in United States cur
rency ,at 15 cents per po1md, the lumling charges at H cents per 
pound, and the selling price of the foreign article at .30 cents a 
pound; in other words, just double what it costs in the foreign 
country. The selling pl'ice of the dome tic article, which is re
ported as comparable, is 52! cents a pound. So when we take 
the foreign selling price at 15 cents a pound and the American 
article at 52! cents a pounu we see that there would ham to be 
about 300 per cent to equal tile difference. . 

Let us take strontium nitrate, technical, which comes from 
Rn.gland. The price of the foreign article is 9.G cents. The sell
ing price of the same article is 11.5 cents and the selling price 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to name the five companies which produce this product 
and tell us where they are located? 

l\fr. WILLIS. Perhaps I may be wrong· about it, but I 
have always taken the view that this is not the proper place 
either to make attacks upon individuals or corporations or to 
advertise their products by name. So far as possible I have 
always sought to keep from doing that. 

l\Ir. WALSH of :Massachusetts. I am not making any attack 
upon them; I am simply asking for information. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand, and I shall be very glad to 
give the Senator the information privately; but it is a fact 
that there is one great company whidl manufn.ctures nitrate, 
and it has a private arrangement with one of the signal com
panies in this country which gives that one company a tre
mendous a<lvantage and shuts out the other five. If we fix 
tllis rate at 20 per cent, we shall give a fair protection to the 
manufacturer and at the same time permit these independent 
concerns to live. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will 20 per cent be satis-
factory? 

l\fr. WILLIS. As a matter of fact, the independent concerns 
are oppo eu even to the 15 per ceut rate. The present rate 
is 15 per cent, ancl they are even opposed to that; but I am 
a protectioni t, and I think in fairness we ought to give a 
rate of 20 per cent. I therefore have moved to amend the 
amendment and make it 20 per cent, in~ead of 40, which the 
comruittee now proposes. 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The only reason I had for 

asking for the names of those companies was because these 
items will have to be considered later when we come to go over 
the House t ext, and I, as well as the other minority Members, 
want to know who are producing these commodities or products, 
so that rre can get some information about the prices. 

1\Ir. WILLIS. I shall be very glad to give the Senator the 
names of the persons and firms in this country producing rail
way signal , five of them discriminated against by the chief 
producer of strontium nitrate. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Day before yesterday we 
had a controversy here about prices, and I sent a telegram to one 
of the companies named and got some valuable information as 
to the price for which the product is selling in the domestic 
market. So if the Senator would give us the names of those 
companies it might a ssist us in getting the facts. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will give the Senator the names privately. 
Mr. SMOOT. I will give the Senator the name of the one 

which manufactures the most of it, the Du Pont Co., as I said 
a few moments ago. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I had no idea whether it 
was Du Pont or Smith or Jones or Brown, but I do want to 
know where we can get some information as to the domestic 
price. So the Du Pont Co., of Delaware, produces this product? 

Mr. SMOOT. It does. 
Mr. POMERENE. There is another question I would like to 

have some infMmation upon. l\ly colleague made the statement 
that there are four companies which are making these railway 
signals. 

Mr. WILLIS. I meant to say six. There are six companies 
manufacturing them. 

Mr. POMERENE. If I understood the balance of my col
league's statement correctly, it was that if this high rate pre
vails, then five of those companies will be ruined :financially. 

Mr. WILLIS. Practically so. It will center the business in 
the one company, which has the understanding with the pro
ducer of strontium nitrate. 

Mr. POMERENE. Where are these five companies located, 
and what are their names? 

Mr. WILLIS. As I stated a little bit ago, I have always 
made it a rule in this body, and in the body at the other end 
of the Capitol, never to give the names of persons or corpora
tions, because I do not desire to make an attack on them or to 
advertise them. I shall be glad to give the names to my col
league ·privately. 

Mr. POMERENE. I would no1-':lsk it if I did not think it 
was a matter of legitimate information. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let me ask the Senator a question to find out 
just exactly what be did state. I may have misunderstood him. 
Does the Senator say that the five railway signal companies 
will go .out of business under this rate? 

Mr. WILLIS. Of course I do not know that they will go out 
of business, but I do know that it will be a tremendous burden 
-on them, and it would give a very distinct advantage to the one 
company that has a private arrangement with the producer of 
strontium nitrate. 

Mr. SMOOT. There are six purchasers of this article in the 
United State and four factories in the United States making it. 
There is one company, a signal company, that bas a contract, I 
think, with the du Pont Co., and that is the company to which 
the Senator refers. 

l\1r. POMERENE. What is the company? 
l\fr. SMOOT. I have not the name of the company right 

now, I will say to the Senator, but I will give it to him. The 
name, however, does not make any particular difference. 

Mr. POMERENE. Let us have the names of the other com
pan1 es. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. I do not even remember the names of the other 
companies, but they purchase this article which is used for 
pyrotechnics and for producing red lights along the railroad . 
lines. That is what the article is for. 

Mr. POMERENE. I assume that the Senator gets his infor
mation from the hearings before the Finance Committee. Am I 
right about that? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; the iriformation I get is from the reports 
of the hearings before the Ways and Means Committee, page 19, 
Schedule A. There will be found the brief of the C<>lumbia 
Railroad Signal Co., which made the protest against the rate 
of duty upon this product. 

Mr. POMERENE. l\fay I see that? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MosEs in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. POMERENE. I am not prepared to take the :floor. I 
yield the floor. 

Mr. LEJ\TROOT. I have before me the statement of the sig
nal company referred. to by the Senator from Utah, and I think 
it ought to be read into the RECORD in this connection. I read 
from page 19 of the House hearings : 

A well-known Delaware company is the sole manufacturer of this 
chemical in the United States and already our company is at a disad
vantage in the purchase of this highly essential and very necessary 
material which we buy in carload lots, and for these rea ons: It is 
true that we can, i! need be, purchase this chemical from the sole maker, 
but our past experience has demonstrated that when we do so, we are 
forced to pay 4~ cents to 5 cents or possibly 6 cents a pound more than 
our competitor pays, with the result that our purchase from this source 
becomes prohibitive since we absolutely can not purchase strontium 
nitrate at any such excessive and arbitrarily increased prices and then 
meet the competition we are forced to meet in the open market when it 
comes to the sale of our own manufactured products. 

Moreover, as we understand it, strontium nitrate is produced from 
the raw celestite and strontianite, i. e., each being possible sources from 
which to manufacture the finished strontium nitrate. We also under
stand that this raw material is brought into the country as ship ballast 
and that a plant with a capacity of 5 to 8 tons per week and furni b
ing employment to only six or eight men and requiring a plant iBvest
ment of not exceeding $35,000 is quite sufficient for all practical pur
poses. 

Then, on page 346, will be found a protest from the Victor 
Sparkler Co., of Elkton, Md. It would seem that the price 
which prevails in this country to-day is by virtue of monopoly 
and not by virtue of cost of production. 

Mr. Sl\!OOT. Taking that statement into consideration, that 
would be true, because it says there is only one manufacturer, 
but that statement is not true. 

l\Ir. LENROOT. I only stated what appears in the hearings. 
Mr. SMOOT. I know the Senator did; and I say, taking that 

statement into consideration, it would be true; but the state
ment is not true. The Geological Survey, on page 24, in making 
their report upon this product, said: 

According to the Geological Survey, in 1917 :four companies reported 
sales o! strontium nitrate and carbonate amounting to about 3,000,000 
pounds, of which the nitrate constituted by :far the larger part. 

I have sent to the telephone to get from the Tariff Commission 
the names of the four companies, and I shall put them in the 
RECORD later, if I can not get them before ·tbe debate on this 
item closes. 

Mr. POMERENE and Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield ; and if so, to whom? 

l\Ir. SMOOT. I yield first to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. POl\1ERENE. Is it true that the producer of strontium 

nitrate makes one price to one consumer for use in the making 
of railway signals and different prices to others? 

Mr. SMOOT. I can not say as to that, because I never had 
any investigation made, and I do not think the Tariff Commis
sion made any investigation. 

Mr. POMERENE. The brief from which the Senator from 
Wisconsin read seems to indicate that there is a very material 
difference in the prices. 

Mr. SMOOT. If there is no more truth in the one statement 
than there is in the other, then, of course, we need not give 
very serious consideration to it. 

Mr. POMERENE. It is hardly fair to make a statement that 
the brief does not contain the facts. It may not, of course. 

l\lr. Sl\IOOT. I do not say that that is not the case, because 
I do not know, and I am not going to make any statement on 
the :floor of the Senate about which I am not sure. 

Mr. POMERENE. Of course, the Senator would not do it 
intentionally. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not see why they should go to one firm to 
buy when there are three others in the United States from 
which they can buy. The only reason why they would go to 
the DuPonts would be because they could get better terms than 
from the other producers. 

Mr. POMERENE. I understand there is only one producer, 
but there are five or six different manufacturers of raifroad 
signals. 

Mr. SMOOT. They are purchasers of the material. 
Mr. POMERENE. If I understand my colleague correctly, 

they would be compelled either to purchase from this domestic 
producer or to purchase abroad. That seems to be the situa
tion. It does seem to me, looking at this matter even from the 
standpoint of the most ardent protectionist, all must admit the 
eminent unfairness of this rate if it is going to enable the pro- -
ducer to play favorites among the other companies. That is not 
a square deal. 

Mr. SMOOT. I agree with the Senator, and certainly I would 
not agree to any rate that would bring it about; but the rate 
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applies to the other three producers as well, and the other three Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield a moment 
producers are certainly looking for business. that I may put in the REcoRD the information I got by tele-

Mr. POMEREN1ll There seems to be a difference of opinion phone? 
between the Senator from Utah and my colleague. My colleague Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield for that purpose. 
says there is only one producer. Mr. SMOOT. The Geological Survey reports that the three 

l\fr. SMOOT. I think the Senator's colleague took that state- principal manufacturers of this product are the Du Pont Co., 
ment from the witness. the Mallinckrodt Chemical Works-- ' 

l\fr. POJl.fERENE. Does the Senator from Utah say that that Mr. POMERENE. Where are they located? 
is not correct? Mr. SMOOT. A very large concern, located in St. Louis. 

Mr. SMOOT. I say it is not correct. The third one is the Powers-Weightman-Rosengarden Co., at 
Mr. POMERENE. Who are the other producers? Philadelphia. Those three concerns manufacture nearly all of 
Mr. SMOOT. I have just stated that I sent to the telephone this product. There is just one small manufacturer outside ot 

to see if I could learn the names of the other producers. those three. Each one of them, as the Senator knows, is a very 
Mr. POl\fERENE. In asking the question I had in mind the large concern. 

manufacturers of railroad signals rather than the producers Mr. WILLIS. Can the Senator state the percentage of the 
of the product. product put on the market by each one of those three com· 

Mr. SMOOT. There are six of those. panies? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I wish to say Mr. SMOOT. No; I can not. 

to the S nator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS], in view of the in- Mr. WILLIS. That is really the meat in the coconut. The 
formation which has been given to the Senate by the Senator fact is that the first is the one which handles practically all the 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT], that I think he was absolutely business. 
right in withholding the names of the companies to which he Mr. SMOOT. I said, an(J. so does the Tariff Commission in 
referred. It is quite apparent that it is not safe for small con· its report say, that the Du Pont Co. makes a large proportion 

' cems, dependent upon monopolies in America, in any way to of the product. I made that statement in answer to the Sen· 
interfere with the demands and exactions of the monopolies ator when the Senator from Ohio made an ex:cuse for not stat-

. for high protective rates. ing even the name of the company. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I understand that there Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. All of the other companies 

are four or five different concerns which are manufacturing this produce other products besides this? 
·product. l\Ir. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. SMOOT. Four. Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the largest quantity of 
Mr. McCUl\IBER. Four, the Senator from Utah says. I also this product is produced by the Du Pont Co.? 

understand that one of these firms does not deal fairly with all Mr. SMOOT. That company produced the largest quantity. 
purchasers, but gives some an advantage. It seems that there The only reason for that, I suppose, is that they have more 
is a desire to punish the other three because the one firm does customers, or reach the trade better, either by being able to 
not deal equitably with all who may desire to purchase the furnish a lower price or otherwise. It is not becau e the other 
products of that firm. two companies can not produce all of it that is de ired in the 

The only question, it seems to me, is to ascertain whether the United States. 
other concerns outside of the Du Ponts need the protection we l\!r. WALSH of Massachusetts. Are the three companies 
have given them here. If they need it, we ought not to deny actually competing with each other? 
it to them because one concern does not deal fairly with all Mr. SMOOT. I should· judge so from the way the prices 
customers or would-be customers. have fallen during the last six months. 

l\fr. SMOOT. All the information the committee could l\Ir. JONES of New Mexieo. Mr. President--
gather from the Reynolds report and all the other sources 1\Ir. McCUMBER. Mr. President, the Senator from New 
of information as to importations and local prices and import Mexico [l\Ir. JONES] desires to speak on the amendment, but I 
prices would justify a very much higher rate than 40 per cent. wish to ask him to yield to me in order to make a statement. 
The committee decided that they would not give more than 40 l\:lr. JONES of New Mexic I yield. 
per cent on this article. Of course, it is a relatively new in- Mr. l\1cCUl\1BER. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNnEn-
dustry. • woon] the other day asked that if at any time the Committee 

Mr. POM:ERENE. Does the Senator say that the Reynolds on Finance desired to have the tariff bill laid aside for any 
report would justify more than 4-0 per cent? purpose we would give due and timely notice of that fact. I 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, yes. do not desire that the bill be laid aside at any time between 
Mr. POMERENE. It was based upon prices as they were on. our regular hour of meeting at 11 o'clock in the morning and 

August 1. 10 o'clock in the evening, if I can pos ibly help it; but I am in.-
Mr. SMOOT. I am aware of that. formed that the Army and Navy pay bill should be disposed of· 
Mr. POMERENE. I understand that ; but it is also in evi· before further headway can be made in the consideration of 

dence here in the debates thus far that the foreign prices have some of the appropriation bills; that the Committee on Appro· 
very substantially changed. priations are waiting for the Senate to act upon the pay bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. And so have the domestic prices. So I am going to suggest, and I desire to give notice at this 
Mr. P01\.1ERENE. I think that is true; but whatever may time, that the Senate meet on Monday next at 10 o'clock a. m. 

have been the relative prices on August 1 might not be determi- instead of at the usual hour of 11 of clock; that then the tariff 
native of the question of duty from any standpoint as of this bill may be temporarily laid aside in order ·to consider the 
date. Army and Navy pay bill. It is hoped that we may get through 

Mr. SMOOT. That could happen, I will say to the Senator; with that bill in an hour, or a little more than an hour, and that 
but generally, I think, the prices in this country and the prices we may then go on with the tariff bill without the loss of any 
abroad have either increased or decreased relatively compared time. 
with what they were on August 1. There may be cases where Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I merely wish to say, in reply 
that would not happen, where some particular cause would to what the Senator from North Dakota has said, that I believe 
bring about a different situation. if we work 11 hours a day that is all we should be called upon 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. If the Senator from Utah will allow me, I to do. I have not been making any complaint about the long 
have rather late figures upon the selling prices and the present hours; I have been here all the time; and I have been trying 
quotations of only a few days ago. to do my share in the discussion of the very important subjects 

The imported selling price is 7i cents per pound. The domes- which are involved in the pending bill. If the bill to which 
tic selling price is 12 cents per pound. That is on the strontium the Senator from North Dakota has referred is not going to 
nitrate. Strontium carbonate is 10- cents a pound. The pre- take up mo e than an hour, I do not see why we shoul1l meet 
war price of strontium carbonate was 7 cents per pound. So at an early hour and be in session for 12 hours on Monday. I 
we are getting down very closely; but we see, taking as a basis am very anxious to proceed with the pending bill as rapidly 
the 7! cents for foreign and the 12 cents for domestic,. that even as may be within reasonable limitations, but it strikes me tbat 
a 50 per cent ad valorem rate would not take care of it; it to ask us to stay here continuously for 12 hours a day, without 
would take almost 100 per cent. any intermission for lunch or dinner or any other reason, is 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- asking too much. 
ment offered by th'e junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] to- Mr. McCillfBER. I desire to say to the Senator from New 
the committee amendment. I Mexico that each day the Committee on Finance is meeting at 

Mr. POMERENlil On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 9 o'clock in the morning and working until 10 o'clock at night. 
fr. JONES of New Mexico. l\Ir. President, I would like to That makes 13 hours a day. If we can stand that and be here 

say just a few words before the vote is taken. continuously, it seems to me that other Senators might, for one 
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day, meet an hour earlier for the purpose of considering the / ,proposal highly. If the people who claim that they are not able 
bill to which I have referred. I wish we might avoid evening to work eight hours a day, sitting in turn-around chairs under 
sessions, but we are making such slow progress with the bill electric fans and with all other conveniences, would go down to 
that they seem to be indispensable if we are going to get the bill my section of the country and see what some of my constituents 
through this summer. go through they would come back with a different idea. Some 

Mr. JONES of New l\fo::rlco. I will state that other Senators people are even going so far as to talk about a six-hour day. 
are not idle until the hour of meeting at 11 o'clock in the morn- We had a little hint along that line yesterday when I heard 
ing. While the Senator from North Dakota may be meeting witnesses make such suggestions. 1 

with the other majority members of the Finance Committee for I want to say, Mr. President, that I wish, so far as the women 
the purpose of revising the pending bill, there must be work and children are concerned, that no man's child and no man's 
done by other Senators in order to prepare for the duties of wife would ever have to be compelled to hire themselves to 
the day. anyboqy; but I can see no good reason why everybody in the 

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope the Senator from New Mexico did world should not work for themselves. There ought not to be , 
not think that I even had an idea in my mind that other Sen- any law limiting the hours of work for grown men. Women and i 
ators were idle. children, of course, are exceptions, but if any young man is not I 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. In this connection I think it is able to work over six hours a day he ought to be sent to a 1 

not out of the way to make the observation that if the majority hospital. 
1 

members of the Finance Committee could have additional hours We are going to disarrange the whole industrial ideas of this ' 
for further consideration of the pending bill it would result in country if the present course be continued. Living costs are · 
great benefit to the country. Since this debate has commenced now so high that a man of ordinary means does not know I 
here the majority members of the Finance Committee have dis- which way to turn. So I must insist that Congress do not follow 
covered their own errors in a large number of eases, resulting, this new fangled " ism " of trying to change the time. I hear 
doubtless, from the discussion. When the bill was first brought some talk of making the effort to do it here. While I am not a 
before the Senate not a word could be heard from any of the very long-winded talker, yet I talk pretty fast; I certainly could 
majority members of the Finance Committee regarding any say a good many words against such a change; and when that -
1tern of the bill; they declined to explain anything; but now kind of a proposition is brought forth, if it shall be, I wtll 
they are not only explaining, but they are reconsidering and occupy much more time of the Senate than I have in the past. 
they are bringing in amendments of their own here greatly Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, the Sena.tor from 
reducing the exorbitant duties first proposed by the majority New Mexico has very kindly yielded to me for a moment to 
members of the committee; and I think, in the interest of the discuss briefly the item now under consideration. As a mem
country, it would be advisable to let the majority members of ber of the committee, in placing this duty on this commodity, I 
the Finance Committee bave more time than they have been was not governed by considerations affecting any manufacturing 
having. concern in this country. I had no information as to who wei-e 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow manufacturing the product, nor did I care. That is not the 
me, they will probably have more time after the next election. question, and in this argument we are drifting far afield from 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. That is far away and can not the point. If any concern in this country has a monopoly or 
'affect this bill. is guilty of any unfair practices, there are ample and sufficient 

Mr. DIAL. 1\Ir. President-- laws on the statute books to prosecute them. The question 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New before the committee was, and the question before the Senate 

Mexico yield to the Senator from South Carolina? is, What is the proper duty to protect the American industry? 
Mr. JONES of New MexiCo. I yield. And that is the question we are trying to solve. In placing a 
Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, I am a great believer in work; duty of 40 per cent upon this product we were trying to fix a 

in fact, I have always been looked upon as an extremist for differential between the Ame1ican price here and the com
work. I must confess, however, that recently it seems we are petitive price of the imported article. The information which 
getting a kind of an overdose of it. As to the long sessions of the committee had was that 12 cents was the manufacturing 
the Senate now being held, .until 10 p. m., I am not making any cost of the American product, and that Germany could land the 
great kick, but we are making the day longer at both ends. I product here at 7! cents. With those figures before us, even a 
do most earnestly protest against this hour-earlier business 40 per cent duty was not sufficient. 
which has recently been inaugurated in this city. If people What is the situation? Prior to the war the imports were 
want to get up early and go to work, I have no objection; in chiefly from Germany. That country supplied the require- . 
fact, I think it. is very commendable to start early; but when ments of the United States for strontium salts. In 1914 there 
they do so, I do not see any reason why they should want to were imported 1,941,000 pounds of such salts. Later statistics 
discommode everybody else. If it suits the storekeepers to · of imports of strontium nitrate, precipitated and carbonate, 
open their stores at 8 o'clock or 7 o'clock or 6 o'clock, and the are not available, but it is known that considerable quantities 
clerks agree to it, that is a matter for them; but things have have been brought in during 1921. 
gone so far now that everything in the city is getting out of These salts were not produced in the United States prior to 
joint. the war, but we ·imported them from Germany. We are now 

The housekeepers are almost prostrated and there is great supplying the domestic market with these salts. Germany can 
difficulty in trying to get the little fellows to school. I run for- land them here at a much less cost; her wages are much lower 
tunate enough to have a lai-ge crowd at my house; I patronize than ours, as Senators on the other side know. · 
three schools, having five children to send to them; and it is a The question is, Are we willing to give a sufficient duty to 
hard matter to get them off in the morning. It is much like protect the American industry, in view of the difference be· • 
trying to catch an early train; in fact, we got in such a big tween the cost of production here and the cost of production 
hurry yesterday that we turned over the coffee pot and spilled in Germany? If we ai·e not, cut the duty down to 20 per 
the coffee. [Laughter.] cent. If we are, give a 40 per cent rate and protect American 

Seriously, Mr. President, I think it time for people to become labor. The whole debate on the -ether side has been an attack 
sane. We had some of this so-called daylight-saving business upon American labor and in fa"V'.or of protecting labor on thQ , 
quring the World War. At that time we tried a good many ex- other side of the .Atlantic. 
periments and nobody kicked; we accepted anything anybody Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President--
said would help to "win the war" and speed the good cause The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
along; but there is no sound or sensible reason now why we Jersey yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
should try to conduct any such experiments. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will yield in a moment. The object 

As I have said, if people in various occupations want to have of the committee is to protect the American workingman, and that 
different hours, they can accommodate themselves to their own has been the impulse of the committee in fixing the i·ate-.an 
desires; bnt let us ~o along and try to help the ladies and the effort to cover the difference in costs of production here and 
people who are burdened with housekeeping so that they may abroad. Germany enjoyed the full benefit of the American mar
have whatever comfort they can get out of life. The new ar- ket prior to the war. We have learned to make this product, 
rangement of opening the schools at 8 o'clock is disconcerting and we are making it now; but unless you protect it with rates 
and entirely unwarranted, and no doubt is a hardship on. the based upon the differential between the costs here and abroad 
teachers. There is no good reason for it. I can not find where you will destroy this industry and turn the business over to 
it originated; I can not find any sponsors for it. It disconcerts Germany. Now, the question is, Which do you want to do? 
the servant population and inconveniences everyone else. l\1r. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I hope the Sen-

We are going to have a great howl abo-ut new hours after a ator from New Jersey -will not leave the Chamber just for the 
while. There is some talk here now about extending tbe hours momeut. I hould like to ask him how much labor is in>olved 
of work for Government employees, and I want to commend that in the production of these salts? 
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:\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, that is not the ques- thing they simply repudiate the doctrine which they profess in 
tion. . the open in order to increase the prices and the benefits of 

~Ir. JONES of New Mexico. The Senator bas just said that some special concerns in this country. 
it was. Mr. FLETCHER and Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN addressed the 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Wait a minute; that- is not the Chair. 
question, because probably the same amount of labor is em- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
ployed on the other side. The question is whether you are Mexico yield ; and if so, to whom? 
going to protect American labor, whether it is more or less, in Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield first to the Senator 
a manufacturing process here or whether you are going to from Florida. 
yield by giving the business to Germany and giving German Mr. FLETCHER. I just want to make this suggestion, as it 
labor the benefit of the business. That is the que tion. may help this discussion along. The point is, Can the Senator 

i\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I hope . still the from New Jersey tell us what is the total labor cost in the 
Senator will not leave the Chamber. production of this item abroad, and what is the total labor 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not intend to leave the cost of its production in this country? Unless he can give us 
Chamber under any circumstances while this debate is going on. those two items, the duty levied here is a mere guess. We 

l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. You are asking here for a 40 per must know what the total labor cost is abroad, what the total 
cent ad valorem duty. That is 40 per cent upon the finished labor cost is here, and ascertain the difference, and then we 
product? will be able to say whether 10 per cent or 40 per cent ad valorem 

:\fr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Absolutely. is necessary. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. What per cent is that on the Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. l\fr. Pre ident, of course I can not 

labor involved? give the difference between the--
1\fr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The difference between the Ameri- Mr. FLETCHER. Then the argument all amounts to nothing. 

can wages paid and the German wages paid. Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will the Senator do me the cour-
1\Jr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, as a matter of tesy to listen to my reply without trying to wave it aside? 

fact, the Senator does not know anything about what wages are l\fr. FLETCHER. I am not waving it aside; I am listening. 
paid, either in Germany or in this country, so far as this indus- Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Of course, I can not give, in this 
try is concerned. specific instance, the difference between the labor cost of manu-

1\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. I know tMs: I know that in eYery facturing strontium salts in this country and manufacturing 
con version-cost investigation that was made it was found that them in Germany; but I can give the Senator the information 
the Germart labor cost was not 20 per cent of the American labor that the wages in Germany are from 50 to 80 per cent below 
cost. If the Senator wishes to go into that question and debate what they are in this country in every line of industry. 
it on this amendment we will ascertain the wage scale in this Let me say to the Senator from ~ew l\fexico, in respon e to 
imlu try and put it into the RECORD, and if he is willing to ac- his criticism, his sarcastic reference to my sincerity, that he 
cept that as a final decision and will be convinced by it, I ven- will have the opportunity of voting for a bill which I have in
ture to say that if that investigation is made he will find that troduced giving the Tariff Commission power to make a study 
the differential between the cost of American labor and the of the difference between the conver ion costs here and abroad, 
cost of German labor is greater than the 40 per cent ad valorem. taking into account the cost of labor in every product a well 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. But the Senator does not keep as the cost of raw materials, and report rates to this body; 
in mind the fact that the 40 per cent ad valorem is upon the and I shall be very glad to have his support for that measure. 
finished product. It is not simply representative of the differ- The Senator knows that there is such a bill before thi body. 
ence in the cost of labor. I am perfectly willing to admit that our present system of 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Why, certainly I understand that, tariff making is unscientific. It is the best we have had; but 
Mr. President. I understand that it makes no difference whether if you are going to have a scientific tariff you will have to give 
the conversion cost is 80 per cent raw material and 20 per cent a governmental body the time, the authority, and the money 
labor or whether it is 80 per cent labor and 20 per cent raw to study these questions properly, and you will have to lay 
material. That 40 per cent covers the difference in the cost of down a fundamental policy as to bow the tariff shall be made. 
labor here and abroad. That is the policy that was adopted in Germany itself. It toolc 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. And what else? It covers also the Germans three years to build their tariff. They did it on 
the <lifl'erence in the cost of raw material, does it not? the basis of the difference between the conversion costs in Ger-

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly it does-everything that many and abroad plus a reasonable profit to the German in-
goe into it. dustry. They called in committees from the different indus-

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. And the profit, also, does i t not? tries, who served without pay, and upon that basis the German 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No; it does not cover the profit. tariff was built-the difference between the conversion co ts at 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. · Then, unless the Senator knows home and abroad-but it took time, and it took authority, and 

the amount of labor necessary to the production of a com- it took money. 
modity, I should like to know bow he can say that 40 per cent I am perfectly willing to accept a policy of that kind in this 
i necessary for the mere protection of that labor. country if you will empower somebody to make those tudie 

l\Ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. I can not say that 40 per cent is and submit to Congress the findings, calling in the indu try, 
necessary ; neither can the Senator say that 40 per cent is calling in all related interests, the transportation companies 
necessary; but that is the basis upon which the tariff is made. and those who furnish the raw materials, and lay down a fun
That is the basis upon which the Underwood tariff was made- damental policy of tariff making; but we have never pursued 

• the cost of the finished article here and the invoice price of the that policy in this country. It has always been either a tariff 
finished article imported. If the Senator wants to go into the for protection or a tariff for revenue, and we have always 
question of a proper ba is of fixing scientific tariff dutfes he adopted ad valorem rates rather than specific rates, and we have 
muFt change the whole policy of tariff making, and I will join never empowered anybody to make complete studies. 
him in such a policy. If he will agree to give a tariff com.mis- As far as our committee have gone, we tried to make every 
sion or a governmental body sufficient powers to investigate and in>estigation on the basis of the difference between the cost 
make studies of the difference between the conversion costs of production or the cost of the domestic article here and abroad. 
here and abroad and write that as the basis of the future tariff With all the information procurable within the limited time 
policy of this country I will join him ; but neither his party nor we had, I say to the Senator that in my effort to place a duty 
mine has ever adopted that policy. of 40 per cent upon this product, showing the cost of the prod-

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. l\Ir. President, we had a good uct here as 12 cents, and 7! cents in Germany, I was impelled 
ill11stration yesterday of how such a policy as that would work. by one purpose, and that was to keep in this country that in
I will say to the Senator from New Jersey that for a consider- dustry which was created here ·during the war, because prior 
able length of time on yesterday I called attention to the fact to that time Germany produced all of the strontium salts which 
that the pre ent Tariff Commission had reported that upon the we used. Is it worth while to impose a · duty, and keep that 
oxides of lead, which we were di cussing yesterday, there was industry here, and employ American labor, or must we take 
no difference in the cost of production in this country and the risk and the chance of imposing a duty so low that we will 
abroad; and notwitb tanding that, the Senator from New destroy the industry here and give Germany a monopoly of the 
Jerey flouted the Tariff Commission in the face, and voted to market again? 
put a high duty upon these oxides of lead when the Tariff Com- Tlle Senator knows perfectly well that in my effort I am try
mission had reported that they were not .neces ary, that there ing to protect American industry. I do not care anything about 
wn.· no difference in the cost of production here and abroad. the question of whether or not one compally is engaged in a 
That shows the sincerity of people who talk about some theory, I strife with other companies. If they are doing anything wrong, 
but when we come to put into practical operation the identical if they have a monopoly, it is the duty of the cou,rts to inter-
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fere and we have sufficient law. The great prineip1e that I have 
tried to follow in my efforts, meager .as they .are, in the Finance 
Committee has been to protect American industry and hold our 
trade her~· and in fixing this rate of 40 per cent, which is 
hardly suffi~ient, I have tried to protect the American industry. 

Mr. FLETCHER .Mr. President, will the Senator from :New 
Me.xico yield to me for just a moment? 

Mr .JONES of New Mexico. Certainly. 
:Mr: FLETCHER. I jest w.ant fo say one word to make it 

clear that making the general statement that wages are 50 per 
cent or 60 per cent or 75 per cent or 80 per cent, if you please, 
hiaher in America than.in Germany, does not -answer tlle ques
ti;n .at all; it does not 'Contribute toward .a proper determina
tion -Of what the rdnty should be on th~ article here, because 
the labor cost involved in the production of 'an article may :not 
be over 10 per cent of the value of that article. Do you want 
to impose a duty ·Of 40 per cent to cover a · total labor cost of 
10 per eent in the production of · an .article? That .may be the 
case in this instance; ,and therefore J ,say that we ·can not tell 
whether or not this is a just and proper duty to kvy 1lll.less we 
know the total labor cost entering rnto the production -Of this 
article in Germany :and the total labor cost 1 entering into its 
production here. The total labor cost in either insmnee 1may 
not exceed 12 per cent of the value of the product, and y€t _you 
propose to -levy an ad valorem duty of ,'4() -per cent. . 

l\1r. FRELINGHUYSEN. Before the Senator takes his seat 
I would like to ask him .a question. 

l\fr. FLETCHER. If the Senator fr-0m New Mexico will per
mit. I am trespassing on his time. 

Mr FRELINGHUYSEN. lf the Senator had been .a :member 
of th~ Finance Committee, and it were shown that the Amertean 
production cost was 12 cents, and that Germany was Janding the 
article h~re at 7! cents; and having .n-0 further information 
upon wages, .although knowing .generally that wages in Ger
many were probably 20 and in some eases 10 per cent Df o~r 
American wages, what duty would the Senator pot on this 
product? How would he .fix the duty? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I submit, in the fust -place, that there has 
been no information furnished, as far as I run ,advised, and 
none exists as to what the cost of the production of that -article 
here is. M~1·ely stating what the price is d-0es not give us ·any 
information as to the cost of the production. The -price may 
be fixed by one factor or another. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. In the absence of that information, 
although knowing generally that most <>f the cost of produc
tion in this country of this chemical is labor, I still ask the 
Senator the question, What duty would he fix on this article, · 
which Germany lands here at 7! cents, and which he says ·we 
can not manufacture at less than 12? What duty would the 
Senato1· put on it? Is he in favor of protecting American indus
try or does he want to turn it back to Germany? 

l\Ir. FLETCHER. Th.at, of course, is not involved here. I 
would not levy any duty unless I had the .facts upon which to 
base it, unless I had some reason for placing the duty. The 
first question appealing to me would be the need of the G?v
ernment for revenue, and I would endeavor to fix a duty which 
would :i,deld some revenue to the G-Overnment. 

Mr FRELINGHUYS:&~. Then the question of th~ protec
tion 'of American industry would be a second consideration 
with the Senator from Florida? 

1\1'1". FLETCHER. It would be a secondary consideration 
under any tariff legislation, because l do not believe in the right 
to tax all the people for the benefit of the few. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. I hope the Senator from New 
Jersey -will not leave the Chamber. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am perfectly willing to wait if 
the Senator is not going to take long, but 1 hope I shall have 
an opportunity to leave soon. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexic6. The Senator from New Jersey 
has dwelt upon the labor cost in the production of strontium ni
trate and he wants a 40 per cent duty on the entire item. Jf 
the Senator from New Jersey had considered the information 
which was furnished to the committee by the Tariff Commis
sion, I do not believe he would have referred to that labor cost 
at all. I would just like to have the Senator from New Jersey 
listen .a moment and see if he can figure out whether he ·wants 
40 per cent duty on the price of the finished product for the 
benefit of the labor ·involved. 'Let me read about the manu
facture of strontium salts. 

If the mineral .strontianite is available, the DU1.nu.factm:e of strontium 
salts is comparatively simple. The strontianite is simply dissolved in 
nitric acid to prodtree strontium nitrate. 

I would like to know of the Senator from New Jersey what 
percentage of labor he thinks is involved in that simple pi:ocess 
of dissolving the strontianite in nitric acid? That i.s .:th~ ent;i!e 

process in the manufacture of· strontium 'Salts. That is all there 
is to it, just ·simply dissolving the mineral in the nitric acid. 

The mineral itself is imported into this country free of ·any; 
duty. It is-impossible to produce that ore in the United States, 
because it does not exist here in su'.ffictent quantities to mflke 
it avfilla.ble. · 

It is quite true that prior to the war ther-e ·was no produc
tion of -strontium salts in the 'United States on a commercial 
cSeale. ·But •l-et us see haw much of .an industry it is, and 
whetner it needs this great 40 per cent protection. 1 will -just 
give a little of the history of this industry and show the' basis 
for protection which the -committee has now suggesmd. 

There are some strontium nitrate plants lo.cated in California, 
but they are only temporary, built 'for temporary purpo~s. 
with· no idea 'Of developing a permanent industry. 'l'he reas.ou 
for that is that th~ ore must be imported into ·the United States, 
and the Tariff Commissiun ·says that the ·eastern manufac
-turers uf -strontium salts are so located ·that they ean import 
the raw material free of duty, while the finished product, 
strontium nitrate, lacking specific · mention in ' the act of 1913, 
has been declared dutiable ·at 15 per cent ad valorem as _ a 
chemical compound or salts. · 

They can not compete with . the eastern m.an.ufactur~r. The 
eastern concern can import the ore free of duty. We now have 
a duty of 15 per cent .on the salts. So it would appear that 
necessarily there is only one concern in 'th.e East which is 
manufa~ring this proou.ct at the present time, and, so far as 
information is concerned, there is absolutely no evidence that 
it can not manufacture Jt as cheaply as any concern on earth. 
.As I have said, as stated by the Tariff Commission, the process 
is simply the dissolving of the ore in..nitric .acid. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is wrong in that. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I . am 1·eading fr-0m .the Tariff 

Commission r:eport. · 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSE.i..~. I know the Senator aoes not want 

to mislead anyone; and I know he wants to get .at the truth 
of this :matter. I stated that I was informed that in the pro
duction of strontium salts the chief element was labor. That 
is borne out by the information I .have received. since I .ma.de 
that statem€nt. In the Tariff Survey we find the following: 

Sources of strontium minerals: Cel.estite js the~.mineral largely -used 
in this country for the production of -Strontium .salts. P.rior to 1.916 
practically no strontium -ores -were '.mined in the United States, our 
requirements of strontium salts being imported chie11y 'from Germany. 
In 1916 there were produeed in ·the United .States 250 short tonn of 
strontium om, but not all ot it was marketed. In 1917 about 4,035 
short". tons of strnntium ore, valued at ~87,700, were 'Iltined in this 
·country. .About · 90 :per cent of this output was eelestite :(strontium 
sulphate), tlle rem.a.ind-er heing stro11tianite (strontium carbonate). 
The larger part of the output w.as from California. In 1918 the output 
decreased to 400 -short tons, -valued ~t $26,000. Workable deposits 
:of .ore ~ccur also in Arizona, Washington, Texas, ·Utah, Ohio, and 
Michigan. • 

Manufacture of strontium salts : 1f the mineral stro.ntianite is avail., 
able, the manufacture of strontium salts is comparatively simple. The 
strontianite is simply dissolved in nitric acid to produe.e strontium 
nitrate. It -can be reduced directly to strontium oxide, ··w.hkb, .on treat-

-ment with water, forms strontium hydroxide. . 
'The process of making strontium salts from -celestite (strontium 

'Sulphate) :is :more complicated, as this 'lllineral is not soluble in dilute 
acids. The celestite is .finely pulverized with the proper quantity ·of 
coal and the mixture is then roasted in a furnace. 

Of cour,se, it does not go through automatically. You do not 
put it in a hop.Per and have it come .out salts, but you have to 
have celestite, you_have to roast it with coal, and -then to get 
the strontium ·sulphide you treat it -with Chile .aaltpeter, you 
evaporate it, and you crys.tallize it; so you have four J)rocesses. 
Does the Senator mean to say that that can be accomplished 
without labor? I am informed, and I should like to be cor
rected if my information is incorrect, that labor is an important 
factor in the development of this pr.oduct, and therefore we 
are protecting labor, as I s.tated before. The Senator prohablY, 
will be interested in knowing that .I have in my office at the 
present time, which I am informed .shows, speaking of the 
chemical schedule, -th.at to-day chemists ln Germany .a.re work
ing for -4 eents a day. The Senator probably knows the ·.sal
aries paid chemists in this country . . That difference between 
the returns to labor in Germany and in 'this country exists as 
to all classes ·Of labor, and in placing the tariff upon this prod· 
uct, with these four processes, largely including l.abor, as far 
as we were ab-le to ascertain, we .have taken care of the dif
ference between · the cost of the manufactured article here and 
the price at which the product can be imported into this coun .. 
try, in order that we might retain the industry her.e. · 

The Senator attacks that. I .firmly belie-ve that tlrat Tate is 
too low, but 1 do ,know that if the amend.Inent offered by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. W.rr.Lrs] prevails, it will :mean the abso
lute destruction of that industry in this country, 'Or that portion 
.of the chemical industry'Which we have he.retofore enjoyed. 

M~. WILLIS. .Mr. President--
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Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I would ju t like to reply to the 
Senator from New Jersey a moment, and I hope the Senator 
will not leave the Chamber. I want to make a statement right 
in this connection now. If tlie Senator from New Jersey will 
just listen to me a moment, I think he will discover that the 
experts have furnished him an excuse, and not a reason, and I 
wm tell him why I say that. 

The truth of it is that they have now gotten to another process 
entirely. The making of strontium nitrate from the celestite 
ore is practically a defunct enterprise. It is so simple to make 
it from the other ore, the strontianite-

i.\lr. SMOOT. They can not get that ore. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. They can not get the other ore 

in this country. ·1 want to say about that, that strontianite is 
the mineral which is largely used in this country, especially in 
California, for the production of strontium nitrate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

Mexico yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield. 
l\k FREJ .. INGHUYSEN. Is the Senator reading from the 

-Xariff Survey? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I am. 
l\lr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Will he not read the first two sen-

tences on page 22? · 
l\fr. JONES of New Merl.co. Yes; I expect to read that. 
l\fr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That would seem to indicate that 

the Senator ha<l been misinformed when he spoke of a new 
process. It speaks there of celestite. It says that strontium 
" i the more widely distributed and the one more commonly 
ui;ed in the preparation of strontium salts or chemicals." It 
would seem a though the celestite process was the principal 
pro 'e ·s used. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. But I call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that the labor cost can not be very much 
more in using the one than in the other, because of the manu
facture of salts from the strontianite mineral. I was just read
ing how simple a process it was to get the strontianite. It is 
evictent that this process is simple, but if we take the manufac
ture of the nitrate from the celestite ore, the Senator has men
tioned some processes, but he has gue ~ed absolutely at the 
lal>or cost. He does not know anything about it. It is a mere 
gue~ .. He has made no attempt to ascertain the cost. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I know nothing about the cost of 
labor in the manufacture of this product, and neither does the 
Senator, but I do know that whatever labor is employed _tu Ger
many is paid about 10 or 20 per cent of what is paid here. I also 
ajJLinformed, in the same manner in which the Senator is in-

~ormed-becan e he is not a chemist, and neither am I-that the 
larger element entering into this production is labor. That seems 
to be the> question between the Senator and myself. I lay down 
the fact that to a large extent the production of this salt is 
labor, and I want to protect American labor and .American in
dustry. The Senator challenge that, attacks that, and wants 
to lower tlle rate. We might go on with this argument for a 
long time. I daim that the labor cost is the principal element, 
and that I am trying to protect the labor here rather than the 
lalwr abroad. 

::vlr. JONES of New Mexico. I would just like to give a little 
picture of this industry, and I am almost induced to read every
thing upon the subject. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If the Senator will kindly do that, 
it will give me an opportunity to get lunch. 

:Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I hope the Senator will not 
leave the Chamber. I wish to remind the Senator that he and 
the Senator fr<>m Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] and the Senator from 
Utah (l\.fr. SMOOT] are the only Republican Senators in the 
Ohamber at this time. That is usually the case during tlle con
sideration of this bill. Ordinarily the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
SMOOT] and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. l\:IcCuMBER] 
are the only one here, and the others merely drop in when they 
have omething to say. They do not desire to listen to anybody 
el e. 

Mr. SMOOT. And sometime the Senator from New Mexico 
is the only Senator on the other side of the Chamber. 

:Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, I know tl1e Senato1• 
from Kew Mexico and I know of his great courtesy. I am per
fectly willing to listen to him, but I think he has said upon 
this subject all that can be said. I have been discussing this 
question with him for three-quarter of an hour. I have some 
friends waiting for me, with whom I have an Rppointment, but 
I am perfect1y willing· to remain longer if he desires. However, 
I do not think anything would be accomplished. 

Mr. JO ES of New Mexico. I call attention to the fact, in 
view o"! !:!le remarks of the enator from Utah, that there are 
now present seven Democrat and only three Republicans. 

l\lr. l\10SES. · And more Democrats are coming out of the 
cloakrooms in response to the Senator's call. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSE~. I would suggest to the Senator 
from New .l\1exico that he call for a quorum. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Xew 
Mexico ought not to make that sort of a statement, that there 
are ordinarily only one or two Republicau Senators pre ent. 
Some of us have been here pretty constantly. I personally have 
listened to the Senator with gTeat delight hour after hour. I 
think it is hardly fair for the Senator to make such a state
ment. 

M1\ JONES of New Mexico. I withdraw wl1at I said, so far 
as the Senator from Ohio is concerned. He is protesting against 
it. I notice that the Senator from New Jersey [l\Ir. FRELING
HUYSE~'] is leaving the Chamber. Now he is gone. I ~uppose 
he does not care to be convinced that the committee has placed 
this duty too high. The members of the committee are merely 
guessing nt it. · From all the Senator has said, I would like to 
have anybody state how they can determine that the rate ought 
to be 40 per cent and not 50 per cent. The Finance Committee 
comes in this morning and offers to change the rate from 50 
per cent to 40 per cent. From all that has been said, bow on 
earth can ·they draw such a close distinction a that? Thev uo 
not know a thing about it. • 

The ore must be imported from abroad. It come from Eng
land. Some of it comes from Germany, I suppose. At any 
rate, it exists in Germany, but I suppose we get our supplies 
in this country from England. It come over to the New Jersey 
coast or somewhere on the eastern coast and there it is con
"erted into this salt, sodium nitrate. It is a very simple process, 
whether it comes from strontiumite or from the celestite ore. 

I will now make the observation, Mr. President, that there 
is only one Republican Senator present, the Senator from North 
Dakota [l\fr. l\fcCmrnER]. The Senator from Utah [Mr."SMOOT] 
has disappeared, the Senator from Ohio [.Mr. WILLIS] ha. di -
appeared, and the Senator from New Jersey [l\Ir. FRELING
HUYSEN] has disappeared. I suggest the ab ence of a quorum. 

Tl.le PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Goonrno in the chair). 
The Senator from New Mexico suggests the absence of a 
quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the follo-wing Senators 
answered to their names : 
Ball Gooding McLean 
Brandegee Hale McNary 
Broussard Harris Moses 
Bursum Hefiln Nelson 
Calder .Johnson New 
Capper .Jones, N. Mex. Newberry 
Caraway .Jones, Wash. Nicholson 
Colt Kellogg Norris 
Culberson Kendrick Oddie 
Curtis Keyes Overman 
Dial Ladd Page 
Ernst I .enroot Pepper 
Fletcher Lodge Pomerene 
France McCormick Ransdell 
Frelinghuysen Mccumber Rawson 
Glass McKinley Sheppard 

Shield 
Shortridge 
Simmon 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanley 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Town end 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
WalRh. Mas. 
Warren 
Watson, Ga. 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 0DDIE in the cha.ir). Sixty. 
three Senators having answered to their names, a quorum i 
present. 

l\lr. WILLIS. l\Ir. President, I ask that the pending amend
-ment be again reported. 

Tl.le PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment will 
be reported. · 

The READING CLERK. On page 30, line 8, in the committee 
amendment as modified the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
WILLIS] moves to amend by striking out u 40" and inserting 
"20.'' 

Mr. WILLIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I do not care to 

prolong the discussion at all, but I may state, for the informa
tion of the Senators who are now present and who will be called 
upon to vote upon this provision, that it has developed that 
thei·e is no information as to the cost of production of the com
modity either in the United States or elsewhere. The only in
formation on which the committee now makes its recommenda
tion is the mere fact that the New York selling price of the im
ported article is 8 cents a pound and the price in the same place 
of the American article is 12 cents a p01md. Therefore, they rec
ommended and proposed in the bill submitted in the Senate 
that the duty should be 50 per cent ad valorem. · This morning 
they come in and ask that it be reduced from 50 per cent to 40 
per cent. We are not told why, except that through some sort 
of intuition or in some subconscious way they have developed 
the thought that there should be a reduction from 50 pe1· cent 
to 40 per cent. There are no facts given as to why that should 
be done. The Senator from Ohio has now made a motien to 
i·educe that from 40 per cent to 20 per cent. 
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This commodity was not produced in the United States prior 

to the war. The only available supply of ore for these salts in 
commercial quantities is in Germany and the United Kingdom. 
So far as we are advised, the process of manufacture is simple, 
but there is only one concern in the United States which pro-
duces the commodity in commercial quantities. We are advised 
by the Tariff Commission that the California plants were 
merely temporary structures, built up for war purposes ; and 
judging from the price which was obtained for the commodity 
during. the war they doubtless amortized the entire cost of their 
plants by the prices which they charged for the commodity dur
ing the war. 

Prior to the war the selling price of this commodity, stron
tium nitrate, was 5 cents per pound; the uniform sales price of 
it in New York, after paying the transportation charges and 
adding the profit and everything else, was 7i cents a pound. 
During the war the price of the commodity went up in the 
United States to around 50 cents per pound, and it remained 
there until recently. It was kept up to the war price. In 
regard to the prices I will read the following : 

The prices of strontium nitrate, the principal strontium salt used in 
the United States, was constant at about 71 cents per pound prior to 
the war. . With the outbreak of the war the price increased to a maxi
mum of 48 cents in about July, 1.916, or more than six times the pre
war price. The price from July, 1917, to January, 1920, was constant 
at 25 cents per pound, when the price increased slightly to 30 cents 
per pound, or about four times the pre-war price. 

That was in January, 1920. They were still increasing the 
prices up to four times the pre-war prices. The invoice value of 
imports of strontium nitrate in 1914 was 5.2 cents per pound. 
Here is what can be said in regard to the competitive condi
tions: 

Prior to the war the requirements o:t the United States in strontium 
salts were supplied by imports chiefly from Germany. The imports 
of strontium ore were small and sporadic and were used for the manu
facture of laboratory chemicals. 

The stocks of strontium salts in the hands of the principal consumer 
at the outbreak of the war were sufficient to meet r equirements until 
1916. The shutting off of imports naturally resulted in manufac
ture in this country. In 1917 there were two firms located in Cali
fornia at the source. of the raw materials and at least two firms on 
the Atlantic coast. It is reported that the plants in California were 
o:t a temporary structure and would likely be closed down as soon as 
normal conditions of competition were restored. The only possi
bility that these plants will be able to keep operating under normal 
conditions is for them to induce the western beet-sugar refiners to use 
the more efficient strontium process of recovering -sugar from the 
molasses residue instead or the cheaper lime process now in general 
use. This seems problematical, as it would involve change of equip
ment and is morf' expensive. The sugar companies do not seem to 
consider a change justi,fiable under present conditions. 

The eastern manufacturers of strontium salts are so located that 
they can import their raw material free o:t duty, while the finished 
product (strontium nitrate), lacking specific mention in the act of 
1913, has been declared dutiable at 15 per cent ad valorem as a chem
ical compound or salt. 

That is all there is to this industry, so far as our informa
tion goes. There is no evidence to show other tpan that this 
one concer:tl-it has been named here, else I should not repeat 
the name-the Du Pont Co., is the only concern in the eastern 
part of the United States now producing nitrate of strontium. 

The uniform import price prior to the war was 5.2 cents a 
pound, and the sales price was n cents a pound; but during 
the war it was increased to around 50 cents per pound, and the 
American selling price now has been recently reduced to · 12 
cents a pound. The imported article is on the market at the 
same old price of 7! cents per pound; and because solely of 
that difference in price in the American market we are asked 
to put a duty upon the importation of this commodity of 40 
per cent. There is not a word of testimony here to the effect 
that it cost one dime more to produce the commodity in the 
United States than it costs elsewhere, but to preserve the price, 
which has not gone back to normal, we are asked to impose this 
duty; and the concerns which raised the price during the war 
to six times what it was prior to the war are now asking us 
to reintrench them in their profiteering upon the American 
people. There never was a more outrageous proposition than 
that which they are now insisting upon. 

The Senator from Ohio has pointed out the difficulties in this 
situation. The article ought to be on the free list. It is bear
ing 15 per cent duty now, and the Senator from Ohio moves to 
i·educe the proposed rate from 40 per cent to 20 per cent. 
Unless the motion of the Senator from Ohio shall prevail, we 
must brand the object of the Senate as being simply to keep 
up the extortionate prices for the benefit, practically, of one 
concern that has a monopoly of the product in this country, as 
stated by the Senator from ·ohio. I sincerely trust that the 
motion made by the Senator from Ohio will prevail. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, a number of Senators de
sire to have the pending matter go over, but before I consent to 
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that I wish to make a statement in order that it may go into 
the RECORD to meet all of the criticisms which have bee• urged. 
I shall deal only with exact figures. 

Under· the Reynolds report the foreign selling price of pure 
strontium nitrate was 15 cents; the landing cost was 1.5 cents; 
the American price was 52.5 cents. Taking the usual method 
of levying a duty and allowing 33! per cent for profit and over
head on the cost would make 13.1 cents. Then you would have 
the foreign price of 15 cents, plus the landing cost of 1.5 cents, 
and plus the profit and overhead of 13.1 cents, which would 
make 29.6 cents. That will give the importer a very good profit 
and allow him to sell at 29.6 cents. The American price being 
52! cents, and subtracting what it may be sold for with a good 
profit by the importer, we find a difference of 22.9 cents between 
the American selling price and the foreign selling price, with 
all of this profit. To equalize the two would require, according 
to that estimate, 150 per cent based upon the foreign valuation. 
I simply desire to say that we have not attempted to equalize it; 
we did not allow 150 per cent, but we did allow 40 per cent. 

Taking the very latest figures we have, the present quotation 
on strontium nitrate shows an import selling price of 7! cents 
per pound, while the domestic selling price is 12 cents per pound. 
The difference between the two-and I am speaking of 7! cents 
per pound as the landing price here-would be 4! cents. It would 
require 60 per cent to balance those prices. We did not give 
60 per cent duty, but we did give 40 per cent. 

On strontium carbonate the difference would be about the 
same. So that upon the various commodities in this paragraph 
the duties which would be required would range from 60 per 
cent to 150 per cent. 

The real objection, as I understand-and there is a great deal 
of validity in that objection-is that practically only one firm 
supplies the market or nearly all of the market, and they supply 
it in such a manner as to compel certain business firms that need 
their product to labor at a great disadvantage as compared to 
others. If that be true, I am not certain that there might not 
be a justification for even a lower duty than 40 per cent, and I 
am willing to grant the request of several Senators that the 
matter may go over in order that we may investigate that fea
ture of the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be passed over. 

Mr. SIM1\f0NS. Mr. President, I think my colleague:::i will 
agree with me in the statement that hf'retofore I have indulged 
only occasionally in reading to the Senate anything from the 
press. If I have had anything to say to the Senate, I have pre
ferred to say it in my own .way rather than to quote from the 
discussions of others with reference to the subject matter. A 
few days ago, however, on account of the very extraordinary 
conditions that had arisen here, I felt it my duty to deviate 
from my ordinary rule and to read extensively from certain 
great newspapers of the country. I did that because I dis
covered that nothing we could say on this side of the Chamber 
in exposition of the defects of this measure was even heard, 
or, if heard, treated with any consideration by the other side 
of the Chamber, especially by the committee in charge of the 
bill. I discovered that ordinarily when we were discussing 
this bill the seats on the other side of the Chamber were 
vacant, and that the few Senators remaining representing the 
committee were indisposed to answer any arguments that we 
might make or in any way to defend the measure. They relied 
upon the fact that they had the votes to pass it, and prac
tically said to us, "You can talk as much as you please." That 
was not confined to what I might characterize as the Old Guard 
section of the other side; but even our friends of the agricul
tural bloc, who, I wpuld suppose, were deeply interested in the 
rates carried in this bill, as they injuriously affect the farmers 
of this country, uniformly abdicated their seats in the Cham
ber and paid no attention to the assaults that were being 
made upon the bill. It occurred to me, as all of our arguments, 
all of our arrays of facts, however forceful, however over
whelming, were disregarded and treated as mere partisan 
utteranc~s that required no explanation, that possibly the other 
side of the Chamber did not realize the sentiment with re
spect to this bill which was everywhere prevalent in the coun
try and which was reflected by some of the leading newspapers 
of the country, especially some of the great organs of the 
Republican Party ; and in view of the fact that they would not 
heed us, I hoped that if I could show them that the very argu
ments which we were malting against this bill, the very defects 
which we were pointing out, the very iniquities to which we 
were pointing, were recognized by leading Republican, inde
pendent, and trade papers of the country, possibly that might 
at least cause them to halt and reflect and consider wh~ther 
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they wei;e not going a little too fast and too far. So I read 
one or .J,wo .editorials from gre t Republican papers, the New 
York Journal of Commerce a.nd the Ch:U!ago Tribune, both 
shining lights in their respective section_s of the country, and 
b-Oth of large and general circulation in the United State&. 

The Senator from North Dakota at the time of the reading 
Df those editorials treated them rather lightly. He could see 
in them nothing except the -pernicious influence of the im
porters and the CQrrupting inftuenee of tbe great department 
stores. Be contented himself with that answer. 

Of course, I did not assume at the tinle that the Sena.tor from 
North Dakota thought when he said tliat that be had ·aDBwered 
the argument of these gre.ut Republican papers. I th.ought that 
uddenly taken by surprise to find thei!e great organs of his 

pa1·ty so strongly ali,,,~ed against bim. and I_>res.enting such force
ful and unanswei·able argumen~. he must do the best he could, 
and for the time being he eould conceive of no answer at all 
except that they wel'e improperly influenced by deparbnent-store 
advertisements and by the propaganda of the imPorters. 

Mr. President, that answer of the Senator from North Dakota 
wa not accepted in this Oha.Ipber, of course, by his own side 
or by tWs side ; neiUler wrui it accepted by the countey. In fact, 
it has been very genera.Uy cdticized, and in some instances ridi
culed, and tbe Senator has been told by organs of his own 
party that his answer was insufficient, and admonished either 
to change the bill or to make more effective answer. I am g.o:ing 
to-day to do some more 'feading from newspapers, and I will 
state later the reason why I do this. 

Fir t, let me read to the Sena tor from North Dakota and to 
the Senate a statement which I find in the Washington Post. 
I thil\k it got lnto the Pi0st by mistake. It is .an ~ditorial taken 
from the Indianapolis News. The India.1;1apolis News has not 
been known, I think, in re<!ent years as quite an orthodox: Re
publican pap~r. It has been I.mown as a Progr.essive Republican 
pa.per. It represents tbat element in the Republican Party 
which Albert _J. Beve1i.dge, (lf the state of Indian.a., where it is 
publ · hed, ha so recently led to triumphant victory at the poll.B. 
I shall berea.fter have ometbing to say about the Pi-ogressive 
sentiment of the country with r pect to this bill; but let me 
read what this great Progressive Republican paper has to say. 
It might be yery well to consider it in connection with what 
that great Progressive Republican in this body, the Senator 
from Nebraska [J\fr. "Nonnrs], said on yest.erday, and it might 
be well to consider it :in connection with what was aid by that 
other g}'eat Progyessive :in this body, tile Senator from Wiscon
sin [Mr. LENlWOT], the other day about one of the rates in this 
l>ill. I think that we shall see be:fJ:>re we get thrOUr:,<>il that the 
revolt .on thi bill comes not only from the Old Guard element 
in the Republican Party, but it comes from the Progressive ele
ment, and that the leaven is working, and working ery satis~ 
foctorily, in the interest of the welfare of the people. 

The Indianapolis News says: 
It is an intere ting faet that Senator McCu~num is thus far the only 

Republican Senator who se.ems to be partienlarly .excited over the pend
ing tariff bill. There is an occasional p.rote ·t by ow· own Senator 
WATSON over what he supposes to be a filibuster, but it is a protest that 
does not eem to have much -vigor behind it. He may e thinking of his 
most truthful statement that an:v tari1'f bill enacted under conditions 
pl·actlcally the same as thos.e which now .exist would become obsolete 
rn silt months. Republican Senators, taking them as a whole, are singu
larly uuvocal on the s:ubjeet. 

They are beginning, Mr. President, to be very weary of this 
bill. They are beginning to feel very mueh afraid of this 
bill; and we shall pYobably soon find a sentiment over there 
in favor of dropping it altogether unle s the committee pro
ceeds, as it has done in one or two recent instances, partially 
to correct its errors. 

Let me proceed with the read1ng: 
That opposition to the bill and the demand for o tponement of 

tll.ritf legislation are swiftly gathering strength must be clear to all. 
The bill ha been .subjected to fie:rce and very effective assaults, and, 
what ls quite as impQrtant, the arguments against 1t have not been 
met. Senator MCCUMBER, when confronted the other day by edi
torials from Republican newspapers eritieizing the bill, had something 
to say about "deputIDPnt store " inlluenee, but the editorials were 
unanswered. Here is an interesting successor to the old· " Bl'itish 
gold " argument, and the department store bas taken ,the place of the 
Cobden Club. 

When the bill ls criticized as contening on the President a v.ery 
great and extraordina1·y, it not unc.onstituttonal, power, naznel,Y, to 
fix tari1r rates, and as protecting, not production but pron~ derived 
therefrom, th~ only answer is that those who make these arguments
whlch, if hue, should be tatal to the measure--are filibustering. . It 
is not remarkable that Republican Senators shou~d be uninterested. It 
ls highly probable that many of them wish the bill .had never been 
tntrooue.ed or that, having been Introduced 1t could now be dropped. 

Again, J\.Ir. President. let me re.ad fro111 a Republican paper, 
a paper th.at is very frequently independent, not hide-bound b.ut 
liberal in its Republicanism, but always an advpeate of what 
it regards as proper and legitimate protection. It is the 
New York Herald: 

ll'C.11-'B~R'S CRITICIZED TA,lUiT. 
Senator MeCUJOUJ:R, chAl.lnnall of tne Finance COJnJnlttee 1n cnarge 

of the Sen4te t.arltr mea.snre, p.rotaBts w;lth more heat tbJln lo,lc 
againat RepubUean newspa.pera that can not condone and frinkly 
,eondemn the Impossible Lmpo.rt duties proposed 1n the Fordne-y bill 
aruf tn the AicCumbe,r ainendmenta. He aeem• to think Repabllcan. 
neQpapers should be for h~ RepuJillcan tariJf measure whether it 
ls a good bill or a l:>ad bill. Bnt it would be a poor new.spaper, Re
publican or Demoe..rat, that could think any b11l put focth by its 
party must be a good )llll, and !IUlJ bill pnt fo.rtb tiy tbe opposition 
p~rty must be a bad bill. 

11 Senator MCCUMBER seeks Republican approval of his tarUI', seeks 
it throughout the country, whether from newspapers or from 'indi
viduals, the way for him to get it is 1lo m1.ke a aetter t.arilf measUl'e. 
His measure is not a sound economic product and it wi)l not be 11 
good thing for the country with its excessive duties and thf' certajncy 
that sue)) duties will increase · the public's cost of living. 

Tlle •merican peopl.e numbered in the ranks of MCCuMB.an.•s party 
will be 110 more fAvor41.ble to tbe F-0rQ1ley-McC.u.mber schedules than are 
the newspapers that owe a higiler duty to themselves and to th,, 
public tban to be Jildebound partisans on every question reza.rdleu 
of its merits. The iaepuulican a.nd independent newspapel'S that fU'fl 
telllng FoRDNEY and McCo~BEB tlle tralb about lheir .eTtrav'.l.qa.»t 
tariff duties are pedorm.ing a service for their party th1J.t could be 
wrecked b;r some of tbe things the Fordneys in ~e House and the 
Mccumbers in the Sen.ate stubbornly insist upon domg in the ta.ce ot 
bt:siness objection and public concern. 

i: am so well sitisfied with the effect upon the course of this 
legislation ot the Re-publiean newsPape:r et>ndeJilllation, whicll I 
have pre,sented .on tw,o sep.arat.e .occaaions, that, in addition to 
the fir t two gre.at Republican papers from which I read, I 
read from half a dozen or m(}re other papers a few days there
after, to the same general effect, and the result of bringing 
~ real facts with reference w this question to the knowledge 
Qf the other side of the Chamber, M reflected in the editorials 
of tbeir own great newspapers, has been amazing. Up to that 
time they had listened to us in silence. They bad stared at us, 
almost, when we .Q.ttempted to criticize tb..e measure. Every 
item that was reached and voted upon was passed by the almost 
solid vote of the oth~r side of the Ohamber, against the almost 
soliq vote of this si<le ot the Ohamber, but after this new 
light was shed upon them they changed their ta.etics, and I am 
very glad to be able to say-and J congratulate my friends on 
the other side m.anaging this bill-~t they have be.en treating 
our objeetions with very much mare consideration than before. 
They have been very courteous in answering eur iQ..quiries, .and 
they have J:>.een always ready sin.c.e then to give such arguments 
as they could present w e-u.r objections, feeble as they have 
been ·in most ·cases. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but there has been a genel"al. 
awakening among the rank .and file of the other side, a:nd that 
has be® reflected in the actiOn of the committee. The mem
bers of th'.e .committee not only now explain and answer, but 
they have begun to amend their own amendments, and now 
nearly every morning when paragraphs are reached, and the 
iniquities and the excessiveness of the rates ar~ exposed, we 
:find the chairman of the committee or his lieutenant, the Sen
ator fl'om Utah, rising in the Senate and proposing,, to modify 
the rates heretofore proposed, and to reduce them, and we have 
just had ,a most striking illustration of the psychology of this 
changed situation upon the committee. 

This morning we began early, and for nearly three hours we 
discussed a paTagrapb with no indication of any relenting on 
the. part of the other side in the way of reducing the high tax 
they had prepared for the people, unti'I. suddenly a Senator on 
the other side, of progressive proclivities, who I assume has 
begun to feel about this bill as I have .an idea many other pre>
gressives on the otber side are beginning to feel-and before 
we go very far their ranks wm be multiplied many time~he 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. WILLIS] rose in his place and proposed 
an amendment cutting tbe rate pi:oposed by the committee in 
half, a rate they had contended for here for nearly three hours, 
without any suggestion during those three houTS of any modi
fication. 

The Senator from Ohio made a speech in which he told the 
Senate that the majority of the Finance Committee of hiS own 
party had done this thing; that there was no justification for 
it; and tb.at it was a gross outrage upon the Amerlcan con
sumer$ of those products, and he o;lfered an amendment to cut 
the duty one-half. 

I do not know whether the committee is going to support 
that or DDt. I rather suspect .that if they had not accepted it, 
~d had taken a vote, there might have been some very 
startling changes, and I l'ather think the coIIUD,ittee <lld not 
want those startling changes to develop just at this time. 
Therefore the committee came ,in and said, " lf y~u Mll jUBt 
let this go over, we will take it under consideration, and we 
might possibly reduce the ra.te." I see Ute leaven ts working. 

I call attention also to the action yesterday of th,e distin
guished Senator from Wisconsin, who, by the way, is one of 
the ablest men in this body, one of the great leaders in the 
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West, and who, I believe, will be a leader in the next cam
paign, not as a hidebound, Old Guard Republican, but standing 
for the very same things that Beveridge and Pinchot stand for, 
and which brought them their magnificent victories recently. 

Tlle Senator from Wiscomdn is one of the greatest debaters 
in this body, one of the most industrious students of this body, 
one of the great leaders of the Republican Party in this coun
try, and he could not stand the duties proposed by the com
mittee, so a few days ago he took the floor in criticism of one 
of these duties, and, by implication, uttered a warning to the 
committee which it has heeded, as is shown by the fact that 
morning after morning since then the committee have been 
coming in asking to cut down these rates, which in the begin
ning were so sacred that they could not be touched or ques
tioned. 

Yesterday another great Senator, a man in whose integrity 
and fairness and sound judgment every Member of this body 
has the utmost confidence, and for whom personally e'Very 
l\fember of this body entertains the highest respect, took the 
floor on this question. He never has been a hidebound par
ti an. I do not know where he aligns himself now, but judg
ing from his utterances in this Chamber for the past year I 
think he is in sympathy witll the masses of the people of the 
United States, and will stand with that wing of his· party 
known as the progressives when it is right, in his judgment, 
just as he will stand with the old guard when he thinks they 
are right, and will be against either, or both, of them when he 
thinks they are wrong. . 

The attitude he took yesterday means much that we can not 
just now see. We can only · anticipate it. But I think I foresee 
in his attitude a movement which is growihg day by day in this 
body, as it is growing day by day in the country. I am re
ferring to the junior Senator from the great State of Nebraska 
[Mr. NORRIS]. He thought he saw the men with whom he has 
been aligned, and with _whom he has been thinking in unison 
on the other side of the Chamber, generally characterized as 
the agricultmal bloc, on the point · of being led into a false 
position. He saw them. as he thought, I judge from his remarks, 
about to surrender the interests of the great agricultural classes 
of this c?untry to the special interests through a trade, through 
a logrolling process, greatly to the discredit of the agricultural 
bloc an<l greatly to the discomfort of those toilers for whom 
the members of the agricultural bloc especially speak. I am 
not going to say that this is altogether a logrolling piece of 
business. I do not think tbe Senator from Nebraska said that, 
but the Senator from Nebraska did warn the friends of agri
culture upou this floor that they were selling out the rights 
of the farmers in voting for these high duties upon the things 

. which the farmer buys in return for a pitiable little conces
sion made in the matter of certain isolated farm ·products 
which may possibly receive slight benefit from the imposition 
of protective duties. 

I do not say there was any logrolling; I will not charge that. 
In my opening addres I said there were things connected with 
the situation which indicated that something of that sort had 
taken place, and that a trade had been made upon the basis of 
a pretended conces ion to the agricultural interests by which 
those interests were to support the high, exorbitant rates upon 
the manufactured products of the country. It has seemed that 
way up until this recent outbreak -0n the part of the Senator 
from Michigan, the Senator from Nebraska, and the Senator 
from Ohio. None of the schedules which have been reached 
covers agricultural products, all of them relating to manu
factured or mining products, upon which the very" highest :rates 
of duty , have been imposed, higher rates, on an average, than 
on any other items in the bill, because all through this chemi
cal schedule there is the sinister trail of the manufacturers of 
explosives and the manufacturers of dyestuffs, and this bill 
has been dominated more completely by the dyestuffs industry 
and the explosives manufacturing interests than by all the other 
industries put together, probably. 

The chemical schedule is full of items which relate to · by
products of the dyestuffs industry and the explosive-manufac
turing industry, either a by-product itself or because it was 
some product which competed with a by-product of the dyestuffs 
monopoly. 

The committee was committed to do for the Du Ponts and the 
other manufacturers everything they wanted. They had given 
them an embargo upon their dyestuffs, and probably could not 
put an embargo on the little things in the chemical schedule 
and therefore decided to give them the next best thing fixin•; 
prohibitive duties ; so I say the sinister trail of the dy:
stuffs industry runs all through this chemical schedule anu 
that is one reason why I wanted to see it thoroughly debated 
and discussed. • 

. What I. mean to say is that while these high rates of duty, 
m many mstances absolutely prohibitiYe, were being discc.~sell 
there were no representatives of the agricultural bloc in the 
Chamber. There is not a single representative of the ao-ricul
tural bloc in the Chamber now except my good friend 

0 

from 
Nebraska [l\fr. NORRIS]. These members of the agricultural· 
bloc do not stay here and hear the argument. Why? I would 
not sar they did not stay because they had had an understanding 
of which they were ashamed and did not wish to be subjecteu 
t? the unp~easantness of being present when they were criti
cized. I will not say that. i- do not think that would be quite 
true. Nevertheless, I must admit they have absented them-

. selves ~oncertedly, and I have noted that. We have wanted to 
talk w1~ them. We want to reason with them. I do. I repre
sent agriculture. I am deeply interested in it and I do not 
want to s~e it slaughtered in the American Congress, so I want 
to talk with them; but I can not talk with them. I have not 
been able to get their attention. No Senator on this side has 
been able to get their attention. They are absent when we 
discuss the bill, but when we come to vote upon the items and 
schedules th~y 3:re very near the Chamber. They come in then, 
and up to this time they have been voting without question for 
every one of these outrageous duties. 

I want to believe, and I do believe, that the beginninO' of 
the end of that monstrous situation is about at hand. Befo~·e I 
get through I want to read some things into the record which 
I do not think they can refuse to note and consider and which I 
hope w~ll bring them ~o a realization of the error they are about 
to fall mto; not the error only, but the pit that was dug for them. 

Do not tell me that the old guard Republicans representino-· 
the protected industries in the country, want thes~ agricultural 
products protecteu. No, they never have allowed them to be 
really protected. They have prevented them from being pro
t~cted .. The~ do not wa~t them to be protected; but early in the 
discusswns rn the committee the old guard discovered that they 
would not be.able to pass a bill imposing these prohibith"e rates 
upon manufactured products, these ultraprotection rates these 
rates protecting excess profits and not production unle ~ they 
could c~nciliate the agricultural element and get' their votes. 
~he agncultural element did not want to vote for the high rntes 
llllpose<l, but they found that tlley could not get whnt they 
thought they wanted for agriculture unless they agreed to the e 
high rates. 

So ":e ~ave here a bill, as a result of that transaction, of that 
trade, if it was a trade, of which neither party to the trade on 
the .other side. of the Chamber approves, containing fake vro
tect10n to agnculture whicli, although fake, is still obnoxious 
to t~1e old guard, and containing high protective and prohibiti rn 
duties on manufactured products which are of course really 
obnoxious to the farming element; but thes~ antaO'oni~tic ele
ments, as different as oil and water, have come t;gether, and 
they have worked together up until the little bt·eak that we lrnd 
a few days ago, and the additional break we have to-day. 

In confirmation of the statement I have made that we have 
been ~t last able to reach the old guard membership of the 
comm1ttee--and that controli:; in the majority membership of the 
comi;nit~e--let me make this statement. New England is the 
dommating element of that committee, and with the aid of one 
or two of the old guard from other sections they have been nble 
absolutely to dominate the committee. The result is that we 
have a tariff bill made in the interest of one section of the coun
try and against the interest of every other section of the country. 
We have a tariff dictated largely by the protected manufacturers 
of New England and the North. 
~hose gentlemen came do'Yn here. They did not know any

thmg about what was the difference in the cost of production 
here and abroad. They knew very little about what was the 
selling price of the American product as compared with the for
eign product in the domestic market. They did not care anythinO' 
a~out it. They knew what they wanted. They wanted a tariff 
high enough to protect them in their present exorbitant profits 
a~ainst foreign competition, and then they wanted an opportu
m~y on the part of the President to raise that tariff high enongh 
still to protect them against foreign competition in case they saw 
fit to further raise their profits. They told the committee what 
they wanted, and they got what they wanted. 
W~at happe~ed? I was not permitted to be present, but I 

find m the Daily News-Record of New York a very interestinO' 
article. I do not know to what party that paper belongs, but 
I have been told that it is a Republican paper. I read an 
article by the Philadelphia bureau of the Daily News-Record 
appearing in that publication, dated Philadelphia, May 17, as 
follows: 

PHILA!>E~PH!-~ , May 17.-Rumors that the tariff bill, now before the 
S~nate, is m Jeopardy and may not be passed at the present session 
without material support from the outside are current here. It is said 



7244 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· SENATE. MAY 19, 

that Senator McCUMBER thh! wNik prltately adv18e<T sob'le _pl'Omb1ent 
manufacturers that unless man·utacturing interests actively support th~ 
measure its passage by its present supportets can reasonabl:y be doubted. 

In this connection it is pointed ont th'a.t manufacturrng interests 
generally ma.de strong representations to the Senate Fiiili.hce Comm'itteC! 
when the bill was being rewritten,. and, having obtained the schedules 

. desired in many instances, rested on their oars, instead of continuing 
the support that friends of the bill in Washington feel it must recm'Ve if 
it is to becotne a law. 

It is also hinted that the· entire wool schedule may be subjected to 
strong attack from protectionist quarters on the ground that the rate~ 
are too high, and that thiS may mn.terially aid Democrats who assail 
it for purely politica;l rea ons. AnotMr tiotnt made is that many 
stanch Republican newspapers have -voiced criticism of' the sch~ules 
as they now stand, and as things are shaping themselves friends of 
the bill may find themselves in an Isolated group unless their position 
is vigorously supp:orted from the outside. 

About to be deserted by some in their own ranks, not know
ing whether they will be able to bold the agricultural element 
over thete in support of the high rates, they begin to fear the 
fate of the bill, they begin to ~omptehend that possibly the solid 
phalanx with which the:Y -started has been punctur~d and 
broken, so they' appeal, very naturally, according to this article, 
to the .ery interests Which came here and camped upon the 
committee day in and day out, night in and night out, until 
they had prevailed upon or dragooned that committee into giving 
what they wanted. " 

The committee had the right to send out this call under the 
circumstances. They liad the right to say to tllose people, 
" Come and help." But, Mr. President, it is a very peculiar 
thing to happen that the American Congress, having made this 
bill in its committee in favor of certain interests, will now 

.call upon those intetests to collie here and, by lobbying methods 
or any otbei.· methods or influence they can exert, bring to bear 
~nough influence upon this body to secure the passage of thMe 
unjust rates impostng taxes upon the American people. They 
\vill come, l\ir. President. It will not be long, if they be-come 
convinced that the bill is in jeopardy, before the corridors of 
this building will swarm with profiteers and protective flies, 
just as the corridors in ftont Of the Finance Commtttee swarmed 
with them while the bill was being framed. 

Now. I desire to do some more reading. I read the other day 
from Republican papers, protectionist organs of the Republican 
Party, orthodox and hidebound in their protection theories. 
That is the klnd of pape.rs I read from the other day, but now 
I think we buve to some extent reached the old guard crowd 
Qver on the other side of the Chamber and have brought about 
the new situation which exists and is so gratifying to the 
friends of justice and sound legislation. I am going to read 
to-day what the independent papers are saying and what the 
farm papers are saying and what the trade papers are saying. 

I hope that this may find lodgment in the minds and hearts 
not only of the old guard but more particularly of the progres
sive element over on the other side of the Chamber, which it 
now appears is tJ> supersede in power and control the Republi
can Party in tl;le United States, the old guard having brought 
that party to a position before the American people which the 
people can no longer endure. I speak now to those who are to 
become the leaders of the Republican Party in the elections 
this coming fall, the party which is to be led by such men as 
Beveridge, Pinchot, Norris, Lenroot, and Capper. 

But first let me. read an editorial from a very good paper, one 
of the class I have described, sent to me by a merchant in my 
own town. What I shall read is an editorial from the New York 
Commercial of May 16, 1922. You may cast aside what the 
Democratic papers say about the bill if you wish, but in the 
name of high heaven why should you think that a paper of 
commerce, a paper devoted to the consideration and discu8Sion 
of questions of trade and commerce, should misrepresent and 
unduly criticize the bill? I think the New York Commercial is 
R.epublican. I know from the article that it is a protectionist 
newspaper . . The article makes that .plain. I think it is also a 
Republican paper. There are not many Democrats in the North 
or in New York who are protectionists. The article says: 

TARIFF DISSATISFACTION CRYS'l'.ALLIZING. 

Something must be wrong with the Re.publican tariff policy as ex
pre ed in the Senate Finance Committee's bill now under de-bate, if it 
is unable to obtain the indorsement of aepublican newspapers. 

The New York Commercial has seen that the bill has not had 
the indorsement of Republican newspapers as wen as we have 
seen it. lts great editor there, a.t, politically and commercially, 
the peak in the United States, with a sweep of vision that takes 
in the whale country, st.arts out with the statement that the bill 
is unable to obtain the indorsement of nepublican newspapers. 
I take it, therefore, it must be accepted that that. is the fact, 
and the tariff bill which can not obtain for it the indorsemeht 
of Republican newspapers must be a very bad bill; it must be 
rraught with the· g1·eatest consequences of disaster to the Ameri
·can pe11pl~ 

But let m~ proceed : 
rt 1!! no gOod for Senator MCCtntBIIJll to denounce the l'rewspapers for 

not. agl'eein~ With him: for th~ people of the country can Mrdly sub
scnbe to the theory that the newspapers are all wrong and only Sen
ator McCuMBER is iight. It is too much like the remark of the proud 
mother tts. the Pil.tade went marching by tfiat " They re all out of 
stJep but Jlmmy." ' 

. On~ of the greatest complaints against the tariJf bill is that it places 
e~orb1ta.nt duties upon articles of which we import few, il any. One 
iltiglit argue that this could do no hartn. 

\Ve have heard that argument made here. If there are any 
impot·ts, they say, th'e duty will not do any harm, ahd why do 
y-0u object to it? The answer might be, Why did somebody ask 
for it? 

One might argue-
Says this great newspai;>er~ 

that this could do DO harm--
That is, these high protective duties when there are no im

ports or but few-
because if the goods were not imported there woukl be Do duty to col
lect. That, however, ls not the point of the argument. 

Now, the point is-
It. i the fact that manufacturers and clistrlliutors here would im

mediately advance the selling price on the basis of the higher duties 
just a~ . though the goods were imported freely. ' 

This great commercial pape·t, which is published in the 
mettot>Olis of the United States, expresses the unqualified opin
ion that, whether there ate any imports or not, the manufac
turers and the merchants and the distributors would raise the 
price to the extent of the duty. Of course, Mr. :President, that 
c0uld not be tnrn where there existed such a condition as I 
shall describe a little later. I continue reading: 

On items Which are largely irnpotted, either in whole ·or in part the 
cOmpla!Jlt is that dutie. are carried . far beyond tbe point needed for 
protection or revenue ; that they are in too· many· instances prohibitive. 
The effed of this is to increase the price to the consumer beyond any 
legitimate level. 

Th~l'e would seem, therefore, to be basis for the charge of an unnece~
sary rncrein. e in the cost to the consumer on o many items as to make 
an appreciable increa e in the cost of living, an increase that wo1Ild he 
wholly artificial. Tb~ Commercial does not view the tariff problem from 
the partisan standpoint. It attempts to measure it according to eco
notnJ.c law . . ~he te t i whether or not the welfue of the wl.Iofe Ameri
can people 1Vill be advanced or retarded. While sufficient protection-

.And the newspaper from which I am quoting believes in 
proper protection, from the traditional and platform Re-publi
can t-ieWpoint-'-
against ruinous foreign competH:ion for all industrl-es ·hould be fur
nished; excesaive protection is unnecessai·y protection and can ouly 
result in excessive profits for those directly interested. Those excessive 
profits come from the high costs to the American people, which means 
that the people are being taxed for the benefit of particular interest 
just as though the tax were specifically le'Vied by direct impost. ' 

The tariff is also faulty in that it erects a Chinese wall around the 
'Onited States. entirely forgetful of the principle that if we do not buy . 
we can not ell. These defects are all so glaring that no one who makes 
a carefu1 study of the problem is able to commend the bill. 

That is what I have been saying all the time. If we could 
just get Senators to study this bill for themsel\fes, whet.her they 
are low-tariff men, as Senators are on this side of the Oham.ber, 
or moderate-tariff me.rt, or protectioni ts-if they would just 
study the bill and see what it will do I should huve no appre
hension at all. This article continues: 

The deb·ate now going on is largely perfun<:tory. It is made chiefly 
to the Presiding Officer and the recording clerks. There axe seldom 
more than half a dozen Senators present except when there is a roll call, 
when the Sergeant at Arms hustles out and rounds up enough Senators 
~~ ~~k~:i,a<t~~rrun, who then vote on strtctly partisan line , regardless 

If the tariff debate is prolonged all ummer. as seems likely, it may 
be that the people will become so thoroughly dissatisfied that they will 
not only change tlie political complexion of the House but will demand 
a change in the method of tariff' making. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the · Senator 
froll'l North Carolina? 

l\fr. SIMMONS. Oe1·tainly. 
!tl:r. NORRIS. The Senator from North Carolina has just 

made a statement that interested me v~ry greatly. I have won
dered for a good while if in the , 'enate llet'e we could not get 
enough Senators from both sides of the Obru:nbet to form a ort 
of a nucleus around which there might be Ol'ganized, without re
gard to this bill, a group of men in the legi. fative body of our 
country who would make · n attem'{>t to frame a tariff bill along 
the lines that the Senator from North Carolina has just uid he 
favot-ed? 

I have always felt a to the ma.nnet" lfi Which tariff bills nre 
fl'ame~and the sugge tion applies to .troth ·pa.rti s equally, for 
the sa.me method has been putsued as to all en.riff bills with 
which I ha.ve ever come in contA.ct-tbat it natn~nlly i.trvit 
partisanship, and I firtnly believe that any legislation, no matter 
what it may be, if it is bnilt up on ·rmtti an grm.mds nd is marle 
a partisan measure, can not be so gt>od n though it Wt>r l)nilt 
on a different principle which eliminatt!d partisanship. I hould 
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like to join with the Senator from North Carolina, or with any 
other number of Senators, to try to build up the kind of legis
lative nucleus whieh I have indicated. 

Mr. SI1\Il\10NS. Mr. President, I heartily approve of the 
suggestion of the able and cionscientious Senator from Nebraska. 
I have long dreamed of the possibility of doing what he has 
suggested, and I had hoped when we established the Tariff 
Commission that we should find it possible to evolve out of that 
agency a better method of framing tariff laws. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Will the Senator from North Carolina 
yield to me? . 

{\fr. SIMMONS. I shall yield in just a moment, if the Senator 
from New York will pardon me. 

I still hope that what I have indicated may come to pass. 
-I desire to say for myself that if this bill-and I think I have 
studied it carefully-were based upon what I consider a fair, 
honest, just application of the principle of protection, as it has 
been defined by the Republican Party, while I should disapprove 
of the bill and vote against it · on account of the protective prin
ciple, I should not myself have been disposed to have taken up 
much time in its consideration, because I would have recognized, 
in that case, the right of the Republican Party to pass a bill 
along those lines. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, now will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. SU!MONS. Yes. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Would the Senator be willing to join a 

group in the writing of a protective ta.riff measure and do it 
in a nonpartisan spirit? 

Mr. SI1\Il\10NS. No; I would not. I do not suppose that any 
body which we might create would be created to write a pro
tective bill any more than a low-tariff bill. Their function 
would be to write a fair tariff bill, without any regard to any 
particular theoty of tariff legislation. 

l\1r. WAD SW ORTH. I understood the Senator from Ne. 
braska to express the hope that some day a group of Senators 
might be formed who would write a tariff bill in a nonpartisan 
manner. 

Mr. SHIMONS. Yes; but he did not say a protective tariff 
bill or a free-trade tariff bill or a low-tariff bill; he said a 
.tariff bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Does the Senator think we can ever 
get the tariff out of politics? 

Mr. SIMMONS.. I do not see why we can not. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. If it is done in your way; yes. 
Mr. Sll\IMO:NS. No; I do not insist that it shall be done in 

my way. In that matter, as in everything else in the form o:t 
legislation, I would consider the interests of the people of the 
country, and I would forego my opinions to a reasonable ex· 
tent by way of compromise., as I have done so many times since 
I have been a Member of the Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I do not want unnecessarily 
to interfere with the line of argument the Senator from North 
Carolina is following by leading him in a somewhat different 
direction, but everybody knows that whenever there has been 
a tariff bill framed, rega.rdless of the party in power, the 
procedure followed in the House and the procedure followed 
in the Senate bas been something like this"': The committee 
representing the party in cc>ntrol frame the bill, without any 
consideration of the minority members of the committee, apd 
when they have framed it to suit their ideas the minority 
members of the committee are called in, not to help them de
Ube1·ate, not to help in any other way, but simply to be nati:fied 
of the medicine which they have to take. Then the Reptlb· 
licans are expected to follow the Republican side and the. 
Democrats the Democratic side. The result has been that, as 
a rule--there have been some exceptions, of course-tariff bills 
have been framed in accordance with the opinions and evidence 
of men who had a direct interest one way or the ·other in the 
legislation to be enacted. • 

Every man who has had anything to do with courts and wit
nesses and juries knows that kind of evidence is always poor 
evidence, and if no evidence is heard on the other side--in this 
case the people's side--the result is very often worthless. Why 
should we not frame a tariff bill along nonpartisan lines? Why 
is not that possible? Why do we say that the tariff has always 
got to be a matter of politics because it always has been a .mat
ter of politics? If we had proceeded on that theory as to every
thing else, if we were to follow along a certain line merely be
cause our forefathers followed along that line, we would now be 
barbarians. There never was an advance made in civilization 
but that it became necessary to get rid of something that was 
old and worn out. In this enlightened age to me it seems to be 
perfect folly to say that we have got to have a tariff bill made 
on partisan lines when we know that even this aisle does not 

divide Senators a.long tlrnse lines. There are Senators on the 
other side who. believe m protection ; there are Senators on the 
other side of the aisle who believe in higher tariff rates than I 
do on this side of the aisle ; but if we are going to make a 
political scrap out of it they are supposed to line up one way 
and those on this side are supposed to line llP the other way, 
and while we are fighting over party advantage special interests 
wipe the slate clean and steal everything in sight. 

Mr. Sil\fi\IONS. ~Ir. President, I thank the Senator very 
much for his contribution. I agree with him, as I have said 
before. 

Now. Mr. President, I wish to read from some independent 
newspapers. Some of the Republican newspapers from which 
I have read have been charged with being the mouthpleces of the 
department stores. I do not know what charge will be made 
against the independent newspapers. 

The Brooklyn Eagle--! have understood that it is classed as 
an independent paper-speaks as follows : · 

Nothing better could have been e:rpeeted from Democratic news
papers, but it is beyond a joke when Republican organs assail the 
Republican cCJDtrol of Congre5s on the sacred issue of protection. It is 
a disagreeable and even a portentous reminder of the Republican revolt 
which greeted the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill during the administration 
of Mr. Taft. • • • It may be necessary to revise existing ra.tes, 
although revision is at least questionable when a. considerable volume 
of RepuOlican opinion is against meddling with business in its present 
unsettled condition. But when revision includes taxes on food and 
tares on raw material which enters into the 'l_>roduction of necessities 
that .all mu~t use it requires no gilt of prop.necy to predict a quick 
rise in the cost of living all over the land. With this prospect in view 
is it any wonder that Republican newspapers fear for the future of a 
party responsible for placing new burdens upon the shoulders of the 
people? • • • If the Republican leaders of Congre~s can not see 
what is visible to Republican newspapers of distinction all over this 
country they are in a sorry plight. 

That sentence; Mr. President, containi!! in it volumes which 
the other side of the Chamber ought to digest. 

If the Republican leaders of Congress-
! repeat, quoting the editorial from this great paper-

can not see what is visible to Republican newspar>t?rs of distinction all 
over this co1111try-

Not where there are great department stores and scores of 
great importers, but all over this great country of ours--
they are in a sorry plight. Those newspapers protest against the tartlf 
bill, not because they ·wish to make trouble for the Republican Party--

They are Republican papers that this editorial is speaking 
of-
but because they know that persistence in folly by the party itself will 
inevitaltly lead to disaster a.t the polls. 

Not only are these great Repnblican papers against it beeause 
they think it is against the highest public interest, but they are 
against this bill for partisan reasons, because they think they 
see in it the germs of disaster to the Republican Party in the 
ceuntry. 

I read from the New York Evening Post, another great inde
pendent paper, published at the center of commerce and infor
mation in this great country: 

There are jnst two objectio-ns to the McCumber-Fordney measure; it 
is based upon no scientific principle, and its individual schedules won't 
bear analysis. We hesitate to quote the Chicago Tribune. 

That is the paper I qlloted the other day, a great Republican 
paper. Its quotation so irritated the chairman of the commit
tee that he ma.de a sharp reply. 

We hesitate--
Says this independent Republican paper-

to quote the Chicago Trilm-ne, after Senator McCUMBER'S terrible ar
raignment of it ocs a mouthpiece of the department stores, but in a:n 
editorial in which the tripling of the J.)Tesent duty upon alumin:nm is 
analyzed, the Chicago newspaper remarks-

! had not examined that. The editor says they have tripled 
the duty upon aluminum. My God, Mr. President! If there is 
a trust in this country-and they have a branch in my State; 
I do not want to say anything more against them than I am 
compelled to say-but if there is a recognized trust in this 
country, it is the Aluminum Trust. I say right here, by wa;y 
of interjection in passing, that when I find a trust in this 
country which has risen to a position where it dominates prices 
and stifles competition in this country, in violation of the law, 
I will never cousent, as a Member of the American Cangress, 
to make that conspiracy against the law of the land effective 
by relieving it against foreign competition, which is the only 
remaining hope of the people for relief from the monopoly thus 
created. 

Let me repeat : 
But in an editorial-
Speaking now of the editor:ial in the Chicago Tribune-

in which the tripling of the present duty upon aluminum-

• 
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There "\Vere no importations of that, practically, before the 
war: there was a good deal during the war and a little after 
the war; the German trust was unloading 8ome of it over here 
on the American trust ; but before the war these two trusts 
divided the world and did not interfere with each other. 

But In an editorial in which the tripling of the present duty upon 
aluminum is analyzed, the Chicago newspaper remarks-

The Tribune, it means-
Every hour's study of the bill, even by a layman-
Not by an expert on the tariff, not by a man whose experience 

in tariff legislation has placed him on the great committee or 
at tl1e llead of the great committee in charge of the financial 
affairs of the Government-

Every hour's study of the bill, even by a layman, reveals some point 
of such remarkable possibilities for evil and injustice as to cast (l.oubt 
upon the value of the bill as whole. Senator McCUMBEB ·eems to 
thinl· that opponents of the bill have been answered when their.motives 
have · een impugned, But would there be any harm in takmg into 
account the considerable number of voters who are so benighted as to 
believe that rPason ought to play a part even in the framing of a 
tariff law? 

Again, Mr. Pre ·ident, quoting from the ~ew York Evening 
Post (independent) : 

The paradox of Congress forcing protection upon a manufacturer 
who protests that he doesn't need it or want it-

And we have had instances of tltis sort. In the case of these 
v getable oil we have had manufacturers protesting against 
the duties imposed on their raw material forced on them; anq. 
there are many other instances-

The paradox of Congress forcing protection upon a manufacturer 
who protests t hat he doesn' t need it or want it deserve. a place in the 
museum of political curiosities. What is the psychology of such an 
attitude? Apparently there jg a tariff type of mind which ini-:tinctively 
revolts at the ·ight of an untagged article from abroad. A product 
which does not pay tofl at the customhouse gives such a person an 
uneasy feeling, as if the wol'ld were going to pieces. 

Why, Mr. President, I heard one Senator say what in sub
stauee meant that lle was in favor of putting upon any article 
produced in this country hereafter an adequate and" sufficient" 
protective duty to keep out the foreign article. Everything must 
be tagged with a duty. Every article that comes in must come 
in with a hlgh tariff tax saddled on its back. If it does not 
come in, the producer in this country raises the price; if it does 
com in, the American coni;;umer al o pays the tax on the im
porteu article. 

Deep in their hearts
Says this great paper-
De<:>p in their hearts members of the Fordney school of economics mus t 

be ashamed of having a free II.st at all-somehow it looks like an acl
mil3sion ' that the tariff system is not 100 per cent perfect. Tartir 
m kers of this kind approach their task in the spirit of the fanatic. 

Now, let me read from another paper, a .nonpartisan paper. 
It i~ The New ltepublic. This paper is ·aid to be Yery rarlical 
upon certain lines, and I think it if;, but it is not a low-tariff 
paper. It is not a hidebound partisan paper upon the subject 
of the tariff. It is a free lance. It speaks its mind, as the 
greHt Senator from Nebraska fMr. NORRIS] has the habit of 
doing, free of fetters and trammels. This great nonpartisan 
papPr ays : 

The tariff makers in the Senate have interpreted a vague protectionist 
emotion as a mandate for letting every special interest in the country 
hav just as high protection as it wanted. 

'l'he war has left our industrial rivals battered and anremlc. Is 
it strange t hat our industrial leaderl:l should find a fayorable occasion 
to go out after the commercial hegemony of the world? We have tbe 
greater part of the world's financial resources. We havP, an un
limited supply of what is the cheapest labor in the world, when 
efficiency is taken into account. U' our manufacturers can pm·sue t h P, 
policy of selling at a loss in every foreign ruarket where our rival 
appear to be making progre s. why can we not eventually rule the 
world industrially? Our manufacturers can afford to sell at a loss 
abroad, provided t hey are enabled to charge monopoly prices at home. 

Oh, yes; if you will just protect them against foreign compe
tition. let no man's legs be loug enough to scale the wall · of 
protection, turn over to these truEits and monopolies that domi
nate many of the industries of the country the domestic mar
ket and permit them, with the consent of the Congress of the 
United States, supposed to represent the people of the United 
States and the welfare of the country, to charge in the domestic 
market whatever tlley please, then, enjoying the high prices 
of monopoly, they can nfford to undersell the foreigner, or even 
to sell at a loss in all tbe other markets of the world. 

Thi paper add : 
And that is what the present Ia11s of the Republicans would en

able them to do. 
As for ordinary Amedcans, the mployees in commerce and industry, 

the farmers, and the small shopkeepers-what will they get out of 
the policy of commet·cial imperialism"! Tht>y wm get the billti. They 
will • lso g-et a contingent claim upon the fruits of t bP national hos
tilities that will arise when " Matle in Ameri<'a " bas come to stantl 
a s Y?nbol for monopoly and sharp practice. 

Now I want to read from another trade paper, the Sho and 
Leathe1· Reporter: 

.'.l'he tarift' bi11, as framed in the Hou .. e sad mutilaterl by the Senate 
Fmance Committee,_ should be laid on . the table and forgotten. It is 
about the worst piece of revenue le11.i lation in the history of the 
G<>vernment. -. 

·1 heard one Senator, claiming to represent the agricultural 
bloc-the man who went before the committee and secured these 
high rates upon certain farm products--say that this wa · the 
best tariff bill ever passed in this country. 

I thought it was very strange that the junior Senator from 
Idaho [l\:Ir. Goonrna-.] was selected to represent the bloc, be
cause I regard him as the highest protectionist I ever heard 
utter a protection sentiment in this country. He goes further 
in behalf of excessive protection than any man I have heiud 
talk in this Chamber or outside of it. He declares that prac
tically everything which comes into this country from abroad 
shall come in carrying a high tax, if not with a prohibitiYe 
tax, and that that shall apply not only to existing industries 
but industries which may be in the womb of the future, which 
may be unborn, which may not even have been conceived in 
the womb of time and possibility. I continue "eadiug from 
this article : 

It is about the worst piece of revenue legislation in +he history of 
the Government. It is full of blunders, contr3.d1ctions, and inequali
ties, and for every clause acceptable to an industry something follows 
of an objectionable character. 

It should be plain as noonday sun-
To a man who always looks through a glass dal'lrly the noon

day sun is never plain, and I am afraid there are many hide
bound protectionists in this body of that stripe--

It should be plain as noonday sun that it is not po &ible for Con 
gress to frame an adequate bill at this time. Industrial and com· 
mercial coLditions in all the countries of the world are in a state ot 
flux. 

We have not the figUl'es showing the difference in the co~ t of 
labor here and abroad. We are not able to ascertain the furn_la
mentals upon "Which a just and fair tariff, even upon the theory 
of the Republican Party, can be framed, and yet, withollt a 
guiding light, these gentlemen go and pile up taxes-25, 30, 
40, 100, 200, 300 per cent-upon articles which the people of 
this country are forced to buy and con ume. This article 
continues: 

Whatever appears to be a good set of tariff clauses to-day might 
be completely out of alignment and inadequate to-morrow. 

I am taking too much of the time of the Senate. I have 
here extracts from three leading farm papers, one of them the. 
Southern Farmer, published in Houston, Tex.; one the Bu ines.· 
Farmer, published in l\1ount Clemens, 1\Iich.; and the other the 
American Agriculturist, published in New York. I want to 
put these in the RECORD without reading. 

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the RECOBD, as- foU ows : 

The Southern Farmer, Houston. Tex., calls the Senate tariff bill 
" a betrayal of agriculture " and says : " The promi e for protection for 
farm products is impossible to bring about, because we are an export 
nation for the main farm crops. This tariff will bring the farmlni; 
regions of the West and South under still greater bondage to th~ 
industrial sections of the East and North. The emergency tariff 
showed the fallacy of any tariff helping prices for farm products to a.ny 
extent worth cons.i.aering. The bill is one written by special interests 
for such interests, with little reg.ard to the plain people of the country, 
and it takes no prophet to foretell what its enactment will co t the 
~epublican Party responsibility for it." 

The Business Farmer, Mount Clemens, l\Iich.: "Nearly all of the 
agricultural items are in terms of specific duties. Reduced to an ad 
valorem basis at current valuations and compared with the ad valorem 
rates on commodities of which the farmer is a large pnrchat>et", we 
find that the agricuitural schedules are actm1lly among the lowest 
on the list. Of wbat benefit to the farmer is a 2ti pe1· cent duty ou a 
world grain like wheat, of which we produce a lal'ge sm·plui:;, wllen 
he must tmn rigbt around and pay a 40 to 80 per cent duty on the 
majority of things he buys? * • * The duty on suga1· is an ai'l'ront 
to every American consumer. But three and a half million Michlg-an 
people a.re asked to add several million dollars to their sugar biB for 
the direet benefit of a few hundred sugar-mill stockllolders and a very 
small indi!'ect benefit of a handful of beet growers." 

American Agriculturist, New York: "They-our legislators-must 
bear in mind that p1·oducts basic to the proper production, uch as 
raw fertilizer salts, mu ·t be duty free, so that production js encourag-ed 
as cheaply as possible." 

Here is an editorin.l clipped from The New Republic, from 
which I read a little while ago, relating to some of the mathe
matics of the Senator from Kansns [Mr. CAPPER] about lhe 
tariff. It reads: 

.!..~cording to Senator CAPPER'S arithmetic we are losing $3.000,000 
by every day's delay in enacting the tariff law. We lo;;:e one million 
dollars in revenue and our industry loses two millions in money return . 
That is at first sight a horrifying sum of losse in these bard times. 
But let us wait a moment before crying out. When money is lo;;:t 
somelJocl.v usually finds it. What becomes of these thrPe millfon? It 
remains jn the pockets of the consumers, who do not need ro pay it, 
in the shape of higher prices, to the Government aud to the benefi
ciaries of protection. Sena tor CAPrEn·s nrithmetic, then, sl:'ems to 
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leave us just wheire we were before. We shall have to look at the 
tariff question from some other angle if we desire a glimpse of the 
realities. 

What is the prospect of a swift recovery from depression? There 
can be no reeovery until agriculture again enjoys satisfactory prices, 
and agriculture will not enjoy .such prices until our European cus
tomers can find means of paying for American foodstutrs and raw 
materials. Whence will they find the means? They have no gold. 
Their credit is grievously impaired. Their only practieable resource 
lies in their exports; exports to America, or to other countries that 
are a.ending exports to America. and thus have bills with which pur
chases in .America can be made. 

This is the simple economies of the question. We can not fully 
recover from depression without a stimulus to our agricultural exports. 
There are no resources with which to pay for such exports except im
ports. Yet Senator CAPPER and his colleagues of the agricultural b1oc 
are demanding the erection of formidable obstacles against the import 
trade. 

I will read now from the New York Herald, getting back to· 
a Republican paper, although I understand that the New York 
Herald claims it is rather more independent than partisan. 
Anyhow, it is one of the greatest and ablest papers in this 
country. It is one of the most independent papers in its 
opinions and in the positions which it takes and advocates. 

Mr. SMOOT. They are bitter against the bonus. 
·l\Ir. SI1\.ll10NS. They are bitter against this bill. The fact 

that a man who is against the bonus is also against this bill 
does not prove that your bill is good. That seems to be your 
logic, and seemed to be your logic the other day, that because 

· I was against certain taxation plans to raise money for the 
bonus there was no force in my opposition to this bill. Because 
a newspaper is opposed to the bonus, you can see no merit ln 
its opposition to the tariff bill. That is argument and reason
ing and logic worthy of the architect of this bill. It is the 
character of argument with which this bill has been in large 
part defended. 

The New York Hera~d article reads: 
It is the conclusion of a mathematical expert, according to Senator 

McCUMBEx, that at the rate of progress so far ma.de with the amend
ments the tariff bill will be passed on September 29, 1946. 

Well, the .American public may think that a quartet' of a century from 
now will be soon enough to pass the new tariff measure if it can not in 
the meantime be ridded ot. its economically objectionable and politically 
dangerous provisions. 

The people demand that their taxes shall come down, their cost of 
living shall come down, and the barriers against selling their goods 
abroad shall come down. If the only kind of tariff measure they can f:'et 
from the present Cong1·ess is one that will jack up their cost of livrng 
still higher when It already is too high, and make it all the harder to 
export their surplus products when it already is hard enough to export 
them, then the American people do not want any statesman to rush him
self out of breath over the passage of this taritr. 

You are in n great deal more of a hurry about passing this 
bill than the people are. You are in a great deal bigger hurry 
about the passage of this bill than the unbiased leaders of 
thought of the Republican Party are. You thought in the begin
ning that by your threats of long sessions and night sessions, by 
your silence under attack, by your charges of a filibuster this 
bill might be voted upon before the rank and file of the Republi
cans in this Chamber, especially the Progressive and agricultural 
bloc, and before the people of the country, led by the newspapers 
of the country, had an opportunity to find out what was in it 
and to express their condemnation in advance of your hasty 
action. Against that disaster this side of the Chamber pro~ 
tected the country in its fixed determination, which it has 
pursued and will continue to pursue through the day and through 
the night, if we sit fr~m the early eve to the early morning 
hours. This side of the Chamber has rescued the country from 
that danger and that threatened disaster, in my judgment, by 
its determination that the provisions of this bill shall have 
ample discussion to enable not only the -representatives of the 
people who are to vote upon it to understand it but to enable 
the people of this country, irrespective of party, to understand· it, 
and have an opportunity to express their opinion understand
ingly. The New York Herald article further says: 

They will be content to wait till the cows come home for a Congress 
that has sense enough to know costs must be reduced, not inflated, and 
that has ability enough to frame the kind of ta.riff that is necessary to 
the welfare of the country. 

The same paper continues: 
If Senator McCuMBER seeks Republican approval of his tarifl', seeks 

1t throughout the country, whether from newspapers or from indi
viduals, the way for him to get it is to make a better tariff measure. 
His measure is not a sound economic product, and it will not be a 
good tbing for the country with its excessive duties and with the cer
tainty that such duties will increase the public's cost of living. 

I probab1y read that before, Mr. President. and I desist. 
I have read these editorial comments from these great lights 

of the Republican Party, nearly every one of which constitutes 
a bright particular star in the , Republican and protectionist 
firmament, in order that the other side may have before it the 
views, the criticisms, the condemnation, and the denunciation 
of these -papers generally throughout the country, not only 

Democratic papers, but Republican papers and independent 
papers alike. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President--
Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will pardon me, I am very 

nearly through, and I am so tired that I do not wish to pro.
long. this discussion. I am not physically able to do it. 

The balance I wish to say I shall be compelled, in self-protec
tion, largely to read, without the heat of discussion, which has 
led me into exerting myself beyond my strength. 

I want now to address myself especially to the agriculture 
bloc in this Chamber. I do wish more of them were here. I 
see but five of them in the Chamber. I do not know whether 
or not all of them will listen to me while I read. 

Mr. SMOOT. There are six on the other side. 
Mr. Sll\11\fONS. I am not talking about my friend from 

Utah. I am talking about the agricultural bloc now. 
I desire to read what I regard as probably the highest Repub

lican authority in this country as to the effect of the bill upon 
the agricultural interests. He discusses it in a way that makes 
clear what he thinks of the measure and what the measure 
does. The speech to which I refer was made a few days ago in 
the city of Washington, being an address. to that great body of 
business men who have been assembled here in convention as 
the representatives of the commerce of the United States, the 
organization known as the United States Chamber of Commerce. 
Secretary Hoover first addressed the convention, and I am glad 
to say that the speech which I am going to read is given equal 
treatment by the Evening Star, which I regard as a vecy fair 
paper, although I do not agree -with it politically. It is a very 
able newspaper. 

The address I refer to was delivered by Mr. James R. Howard, 
president of the American Farm Bureau Federation of Chicago, 
Ill. Who is Mr. Howard? He is, as I am advised, a: Republican 
in politics, but an honest, fair-minded man, and recognized as 
one of the highest authorities upon questions pertaining to agri
culture in the United States. He is probably the most promi
nent man representing that gi·eat interest in the United States 
to-day. That is attested by the fact that this great organiza
tion selected him to address it upon the subject of agricultur~. 
and his speech followed the opening addr~ss of Secretary of· 
Commerce Hoover. Here is what the article said: 

Dependence of American agriculture on the European market wa.s 
strongly stressed by James R. Howard, president of the American Farm 
Bureau Federation of Chicago, Ill., who said that the farmer has a 
greater direct interest in European conditions at this time than has 
the merchant or the manufacturer or the banker. They all have other 
trade fields to which tbey can turn, he pointed out, but the farmer Ii.as 
none other. 

Now follows a quotation from Mr. Howard's speech:· 
EUJ.'ope ls the sole customer for our agricultural surpluses, the dis

position of which is vital to every American industry. While she is 
the farmer's customer, she is the manufacturer's competitor. 

The point I wish Senators might get into their minds is that 
she, Europe, is the farmers' customer and practically their only 
customer, but she is the manufacturers' competitor . . 

Soutb America, India, Africa, Australia, which are open to the in
dustrial trade of the United States, are the competitors of the Ameri
can farmer in the European markets. 

You ask to put up a bar of protection here against the agri
cultural products of Africa, India, Australia, ::i:nd South Amer
ica. This great agricultural authority tells us that our agri
cultural exports to Europe have competition there. Last -rear 
they amounted to nearly $2,500,000,000. The four prouucts, 
tobacco, cotton, pork, and wheat, amounted to $1,500,000,000. 
The total agricultural products exported and sold in Europe, 
which is practically our only market, amounted to $2,500,000,000, 
and now this great agricultural authority tells us that when our 
$2,500,000,000 worth of American agricultural products reach 
the European market they are sold there in competition with 
the products of South America, India, Australia, an<.l Africa. 

What do we gain by keeping out the small imports from those 
countries·? In the last year all of them together did not amount 
to more than four or. five hundred million dollar ·. We keep out 
the small imports from Canada ancl Cuba, but what <lo we gain 
by keeping those few products out of the American market when 
it is absolutely certain that $2,500,000,000 worth of our -agri
cultural products are going to Europe and there meet the agri
cultural products of the other countries to which I ha\e referrell 
in direct competition? . 

What folly! What absolute insanity is that proposition for 
the Americun farmer with these heavy exports against the other 
countries which are his competitors when he gets over to 
Europe. Mr. Howard points all that out. Suppose you drive 
them out of this market. Suppose you do not let them bring in 
the few things which they send. now. They will carry them to 
Europe. Every pa.rt of this world produces its agri~ultural 
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products in sufficient quantity except Europe. Europe is the 
agricultural market of the world. If you drive out these agri
cultural products which are now coming from those countries to 
our market, necessarily they will go to the European markets, 
and you merely increase our competition there. 

Mr. PO:MEREI\'E. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
1\Ir. SiilliONS. I can not yield. I just declined to yield to 

the Senator on the other side of the Chamber, and I could not 
in courtesy yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

1\Ir. POMERENE. Very well. 
l\Ir. SI1\U:10NS. Our manufacturers are competitors with 

the manufacturers of Europe. They are competitors with the 
people who send imports over here which pay for our exports of 
agricultural products. It is desired now by the :Republicans to 
i·aise the wall so high on those manufactured products which 
we have to take in exchange for our ag1'icultural products-or 
else we can not sell them at all-that those manufactured prod .. 
ucts can not come in. We have-$2,500,000,000 worth of agricul
tural products competing with the world, and you propose to 
exclude from our market the only coin in which Europe can 
pay us for those agricultural products. Of course, you leave 
the farmers ab olutely helple s or worse than that. When the 
farmer sells his products over there he must take in exchange 
their manufactured goods which compete with our manufac
tures over here. He must take them in exchange. There i no 
other way for him to get paid, and yet, after forcing him to sell 
in this competing market of the world in competition with the 
products of all the world, you say that the things which he ac
cepts ·n exchange, for which he trades his agricultural prod
ucts, shall not come here, although they are his and he has 
bought them and paid for them with his own goods, that they 
shall not come into this country except with a load of tax upon 
them. He can not trade, a the Renator from Ohio [Mr. 
PoMERENE] suggests sotto voce, even for house paints. It is too 
absurd, too absurd. 

But let me proceed. l\fr. Howard said further: 
Europe now being a debtor she will not be so much interested in 

furnishing a market for United States products, but rather will be 
more concerned in finding an advantageous market for the products of 
that Con t inent. 

What does that mean, l\fr. President? That means that Europe, 
if she finds that our tariff is too high on her manufactured goods 
with which she wants to pay for our agricultural products and 
raw materinls will simply stop buying those products from us 
and buy them from Australia, Canada, India, and South Amer
ica, where there are no such barriers imposed upon her. 

Naturally Europe will seek the cheapest possible markets in which 
to buy food products. This means that the American farmer, under 
high-wage con6"tions and with a soil in many sections o! the country 
demanding arti :icial fertilization, must meet competition of the virgin 
soils o! South A'.llerica and Australia and crops grnwn by coolie labor. 
This is made mo!:e serious because we have virtually closed our doors to 
European immigration and those countries are relieving their conges
tion by sending their surplus populations to agricultural competing na
tions. Thus the Argentine, Australia, and western Canada can be de
pended upon for an increased agricultural production because of their 
influx of labor from Europe. This also means that the American farmer 
will have a keener competition in the world's market. 

Not only must this competition be met, but sooner or later Russia's 
experiment in s ovietism will end and her reconstruction begin. That 
reconstruction will be agricultural. It is autbentatively ~tated that the 
various negotiations for loans to the Russians by the Allies have been 
contingent upon the rehabilitation of her agriculture ahead of her other 
industries in order that England might have cheaper cereals at home 
and enjoy the industrial market abroad. 

AIDS TO AME:RICAN AGRICULTUm!i. 

There are three things which, if accomplished in Europe, would assist 
greatly American agriculture, viz : That balancing of European budgets, 
the final settling of Ge1·man reparations and the stabilization of ex
change. 

Then he adds : 
Three steps are essential in securing this stabilization of exchange. 
First, the drafts must be redeemable in some commodity of fairly 

stable value, preferably gold. 
Second-

And this I wish particularly to call to the attention of Sena
tors-

Second, the imports and exports of the various countries must reason
ably balance each other ; for only in this way can drafts continue to be re
deemable in gold. 

Third, each country must be at work producing goods for sale and to 
use in mah""ing purchases of other countries ; for only in this way can 
exports and imports ho8ie to reasonably balance each other. These 
t:tbee ~~~t~sni~et~;op:oacf uct~~~r. but the most important of the three 

ECONOMIC BALANCE NEEDED. 

The greatest fundamental need is to have exports and imports of goods 
and services between nations more nearlv in balance. This in turn can 
be accomplished only by resumption of business activities in countries 
now disorganized in order that they may have more goods to sell and 

· with which to make purchases of our products. 

l\Ir. PresiQ.ent, I shall not read further from this article, but 
I will ask that the remainder of it, which I have not read, 

. 

which is contained in this newspaper be incorporated in my 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
P~·oduction is not only the antitbesis of bankruptcy, it is the cure 

for it. It ls · the only means by which we progress in material affairs 
o_r a~vance in our stan~ards of living. Half our own domestic trouble 
Iles Ill lack <?f production. If the merchant, the miner the manufac
turer, the railroad man (and I am not singling out either capital or 
labor) had produced as fully during the past two years as the farmer 
we woul<! n.ot ha;e become economically unbalanced. · ' 

.As a Nation we need to learn that idleness is more fatal physicallv 
socially, and morally than is overwork. I can conceive of no better 
solvent for t~~ present world distress than work-and Europe can 
only be rehB;bihtated through t~e medium of well directed protluctive 
energy. It is a. part of oqr obligation_ to furnish h{!r the opportunity 
through production effort to solve her own economic difficulties. 

l\fr. SIMi\IONS. l\Ir. President, in this connection I wish 
to read something from ~1r. Lasker. Mr. Lasker also has 
been talking to the bankers. The article which I shall now 
read is taken from the Baltimore Sun: 

The eloquence of Chairman Lask€r of the Shipping Boa-rd ca:st a 
spell. over the Chamber of Com!Derce C!f the United Stat~s recently. 
He pictured the f~ture of American sh1pping, going to all co1·ners ot 
!he worl_d, lade1_1.w1th cargoes incoming and outgoing. He was specific, 
mdee~. m deta1lmg these cargoes, particularly the cargQeS coming to 
AJ;nencan shores from abroad-possibly too specific for the peace of 
IDl,nd of some of ~is administration associates. This is what he i::aid: 

' We must obtain manganese "-

That is the commo<lity on which it is proposed to place a 
duty- · 
".~or .our steel mills fro~ Russia and South Amel'ica; our automobile 
tire mdustry must obtam ~rude rubber from Brazil: our tin-plate 
ma~u~acturer . must im1.>0rt their tin from the Malay Straiti:: and fr~m 
Bolina ; our s1lk factories must get their raw product from China and 
Japan;. our manufacture~s of twine~, canvas, linens, and laces must 
~~~n\1IB1~s ~~x ci~~:utR~i~~~~ and Belgium. We must also import large 

One of the very commodities which this bill wishes to keep 
out, Mr. President-

And other vegetable oils-

Those are anathema to the pending tariff bill-
~~. the Dutch East Indies, sugar from Cuba, and rice from the Far 

Tl10se are the commodities Mr. Lasker desires the ships to 
transport, and those are among the chief commodities which 
the framers of this bill do not want to come here, but if its pro
ponents can keep them from coming here they will deal a death 
blow to agriculture and to the industrial interests of the coun
try. Such is the logic of Mr. Lasker's contention. 

This great newspaper, The Sun, continues: 
Mr. LaEOker's imaginative rhetoric was written in blissful i~uorance 

of what Congress is doing. Does he not know that the Senate is tryin"' 
to write a high duty on manganese? That North Dakota is demanding 
and probably will get, an almost prohlbitive tariff on flax? As fo1! 
coconut. and vegetabl~ oil~. about which not much is popularly known 
but which are extremely important, are not the dairy and the farmin"' 
interests demanding a rate of duty which may eliminate these imports 
from the Dutch East Indies? As for Cuban sngar, REED SMOOT and his 
votaries are doing their best to keep down imports and raise the do
mestic price to a point as high as the traffic will bear. 

The list might be continued indefinitely. As Senator HARRISON re
marks, the free list in the Mccumber bill is a fearsome and wonderful 
thing. 

I will not read the remainder of the article, but I ,Yill ask 
that it be incorporated in my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
It reads almost like burlesque. It is not freakish however to a 

Congress that proposes simultaneously to pass a tariff measure 'which 
is the highest ever projected in this country and a bill to sul>sidize and 
stimulate American shipping for the carrying of a foreign commerce, 
which the tariff will make virtually impossible. Mr. Lasker in time 
m::i.y be able to see the point. Probably he would now if he were not 
so exclusively engaged in consulting the oracle about shipping. It is 
possible, also, that the dominating J?Owers in the administration may see 
the point and advocate a change rn policy. It is bad enough to put 
through a tariff bill that is economic foJly. It is infinitely worse to 
put it in juxtaposition to a ship subsidy bill which it is bound to 
nullify in every hope held out for it. 

l\Ir. Sil\fl\IO:KS. l\lr. President, I wish to put in the RECORD 
an article written to the News and Observer, a paper pub
lished in my State, by Mr. Bion H. Butler. For 10 years Mr. 
Bion H. Butler has been regarded as the foremo t writer upon 
economics and financial questions in the State of North 0Rro
lina. He has spent bis life studying these great questions, and 
he writes constantly for the newspapers and some of the maga~ 
zines with respect to them, and.his writings are always worthy 
of reading, because he is fair, he is analytical, he is Iogkal, 
he is truthful, and be has not the bias of partisan politics. I 
think be is a northern man, who came to my State many years 
ago and settled in that great northern colony around Pinehurst 
and Southern Pines in my State. He has won the respect and 
the admiration and the esteem of all North Carolina, a large 
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part of the South, for his character, his judgment, and his 
ability as a student of the subjects about which he writes. 

His arUcle is a very -illuminating one. I wish I had time to 
read it, but I will put it in the RECORD, because I think it will 
appeal to our Republican friends representing the agricultural 
blo~ The Butler article discusses the agricultural situation 
an<.l shows how utterly helpless agriculture will be if this bill 
shall pass and how absolutely certain it is that this bill will 
kill the only market in the world ·for our great agricultural 
surpluses. On the other hand l\Ir. Butler shows, just as l\Ir. 
Howard has shown, that if we escape competition with the 
ag1·icultural countries of the world in our own market to a 
limited extent we will meet that Emme competition under adverse 
circumstances and to a very much larger extent in the sale of 
our two and a half billion dollars of agricultural export~ . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the article 
referred to bv the Senator from Nortli Carolina "'ill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The article referred t o is aa follow~ : 
H IGH TARIFF NOT FOR THE FARM .!Ut-LI .HTS FOREIGX MJ.RKET FOR T HE 

PRODUCTS WHICH HE RAISES. 

(By Bion H . Butler. ) 
With the ui:scus.sion of tariff, und the bunk that is banded out t o the 

farmn about the benefits of that pecies of plunder called protection it 
ts in teresting to look over the March Bulletin from the Department of 
Agriculture which devotes some time to statistics of imports and ex-

po¥i· start with let it be known tha t agricultural exports for 19:!1, the 
vear for which the statistic::: are pr esented, amount to over GO per cent 
of the exports of the Nation. The farm is the one big ..factor of the 
country's world trade, yet t he farm is the goat in every case where big 
bmdnef's tries to present a case. Wheat products exported last year 
totaled in value $551,000,000, cotton came next with $534,000.000, 
pork products $246,000,000, and leaf tobacco with $205,000,000. These 
four farm crops were exported last year to the extent of more than a 
billion and a half dollars. This is more than a third of the total value 
of all exports or every kind. Cotton and leaf tobacco constitute over a 
sixth of the entire exports of this country. 

LOOK AT THE FACTS. 

Now the tariff apostles profess that they are going to pro tect the 
farmer by levying a tariff on the t hings he makes so the cheap labor of 
the Old World will not compete with him. It is amusing to look at 
some of the competition of the foreign producer. Last year this coun
try imported 51,UOO,OOO pounds of tobacco But it ex.ported 10 pounds 
for every pound imported. If we are to be protected at home against 
the imports of foreign tobacco what are we to do in the markets of the 
Old World, where we sell ten times as much as the foreign producers 
sell in our market? America is not a tobacco-buying market. It is :i 
tobacco-selling market. We buy a little of these types that go into 
fancy cigars and cigarettes, but the great movement of tobacco is from 
this country, and a tariff of a mUlion dollars a pound would not make 
our home market any better for the tobacco grower because he supplies 
his home market and ha.s half a billion pounds on his hands after he bas 
supplied his home market, and he must market that abroad. It is that 
half billion pounds that goes abroad that makes the price of his to
bacco, for unless that surplus selll:l at a price that will move it out o! 
this country it would stay here to smash the market to absolutely noth
ing. Yet the high 1,>riests of taril'I'. tell the farmers they will put a tarilf 
on tobacco that will give the tobacco farmer his share o! the taritf 
plunder. 

When it comes to cotton, the situation is identical. We mllilt find 
abroad a market for half of our cotton crop. If we do not, we have 
such a surplus that the price of cotton is wiped out. Suppose we put a 
tariff on foreign cotton to prevent it from coming into the United 
States ? Where would that widen the market for the American cotton 
farmer? But if we really want to protect the .American producer why 
not go at it right and forbid the importation of forei~n cotton, foreign 
tobacco, foreign wheat, or anything eli:;e, and thus give the American 
market the complete field? But what good would that do? The farmer 
woulrl still have on his bands Just what he has now-a surplus of his 
crop that he must find a market for in the Old World, and all the tariffs 
and all the embargoes and all the artificial obstacles made can not 
change that ·situation. Unless the farmer has an outlet for his surplus 
he clies, and when the farm is wrecked the rest of the country will be 
walking closely behind. 

EXPORTS FAR MORll THAN IMPORTS. 

In the five years from 1910 to 1914 the average of !arm exports of 
21 leading products, as announced by the bulletin referred to, fell a 
little under $500,000,000 a _year . Last year the imports of the same 
products ran a little above $500,000kOOO. In the same periods the ex
ports were something less than $1,0u0,000 a year for the earlier years 
and almost $2,000,000 for last year. The farm exports have been 
doubling, but the farm imports have increased but moderately. The 
thrt'e big items of impol'ts of agricultural products are, first of all, sugar, 
of which we import more than we make, the amount last year reaching 
almost 6,000,0QO.OOO pounds. The next big item are hides and skins, 
amounting to 3'48,000.000 pounds, and almost as many pounds of wool. 
We imported much more wool than we r aised, and nearly half as many 
hide and skins. .Aside from these items our agricultural imports were 
about negligible . We had to import these items because this country 
doe not ma ke them in sufficient amount, as the imports show. 

And on this exhibit the farmer is to have a tariff to protect him. 
Incidentally he will have to pay a tariff on all the things that come 
back from abroad in payment for the things he sells, and that ls dou-e 
to make t hese things high so we will not buy foreign goods, which is 
absolutely necessary if the farmer is to sell abroad. 

What the Nortlt Carolinian gets out of a protective tariff is exactly 
what the lamb gets at the banquet when he goes to dinner with the wolf. 

l\lr. SIMMONS. l\fr. President, I want to refer briefly to an 
article which appeared in the New York Herald a . few days 
ago. I am not going to read the article, but am merely going 
to summarize a few of the things of which it treats. The 
article is written by a man whom I regard as one of the 

greatest reportorial writers in America to-day; indeed, Mr. 
President, he is entitled to rank with the greatest newspaper 
reporters of the world. I refer to Mr. Louis Seibold, who is 
now Washington correspondent of the New York Herald. The 
article appeared in the issue of May 17. I regret to say that 
I have mislaid the article since I made -the memorandum I 
hn.ve before me, and therefore I can only give the memorandum, 
but I will have searclI made for the article, and if I can find it 
I will ask permission that it be put in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, permission 
is granted. 

:i\Ir. SIMMONS. The article contains a most illuminating 
discussion of the present situation in the Senate. The writer 
discusses every angle of that situation and the tariff situation. 

He declares in substance that the Fordney-McCumber bill 
has developed insurgency . in the Senate. He declares that no 
scientific plan is observable in the framing of the bill. He 
declares that the attitude of the press of the country is such 
that the friends of the bill in the Senate should heed their 
admonitions; that the resentment against the bill among the 
Republicans is growing, and refers to the countrywide protests 
which he says the authors of the bill have ignored, and sug
gests that sti·ong sentiment is developing for the withdrawal of 
the bill. I commend to a ca.reful reading the words of this 
great newspaper correspondent published by the New York 
Herald, a great Republican newspaper. 

Mr. President, I find· here only a part of the Seibold article, 
but I shall offei· the part of it I have located. It is as follows : 
FORDNEY-:MCCUMBJilR TARIFF DEVKLOPING SENATIJ INSURGBNCY-RESENT· 

l\IENT Gnows AGAINST HILL TRACED TO AMBfTIOUS FR.AMERS-PEnIL 
OF PARTY BRilAK-Rl!IPUBLICAN S111NATORS, UNINFLU1CNCED BY FARM 
BLOC, DE?.IAND DELAY-FEAR ELBCTION EFFECT--WANT MEASURE 
CONSTRUCTED o:s Sou~m LINES BY COMMITTEE Oil' EXP»BTS. 

(By Louis Seibold. Special dispatch to the New York Herald.) 
NEW YORK HERALD BunEA.U, 

Washington, D. a., May 16, 19!2. 
The attitude of many Re:publica.n Senators toward the Fordney

McCumber tariff bill, now being dissected in the upper House, brings · 
into mind two famous criticisms of the last tariff measure put thl'ough 
Congress by their party. 

When the Payne-Aldrich tariff measure was originally passed in 190!) 
the late J. P. Dolliver, a Senator from Iowa and one of the pioneers 
in the successful l.Jfsurgent movement in the Republican Party, made 
this observation: · 

"This year has witnessed the perpetration of the two greatest fakes 
of the century-the discoverr of the North Pole by Doctor Cook and 
the Payne-Aldrich tariff bi¥.' 

Four years later, when the same measure was bein~ perfected, Albert 
Jeremiah Beveridge, then a Senator from Indiana tand now again a 
candidate), characterized it as the work of the "Taft-Aldrich-Lodge
Root combine and rank with injustices." 

Mr. Beverdige's criticism was recalled by some Democratic· Senators 
to-day in discussing the inadequacies of the pending bill pointed out 
by their Republican associates who are not affiliated with the agricul
tural bloc. 

DESCRIBED AS MONSTROSITY. 

Republican Senators who do not acknowledge the right of the "dirt 
farmer" element in the national legislature to dictate tariff legisla
tion describe the Fordney-McCmnber measure as a " monstrosity." 
Most of their Democratic colleagues who concur in this estimate of 
the bill express the hope that the Republican majority will pass it, as 
there will be a revulsion of popular opinion against it quite as de
cisive as that which followed enactment of the Payne-Aldrich tari.lf 
bill and eventually split the Republican Party wide open. . 

Republican Sena tors who concede certain reasonable privileges to the 
agricultural interests frequently have characterized the Fordney-Mc
Cumber measure as " amateurish; ill considered, and unnecessary " in 
the pres(:nt coudjticn of business both at home and abroad. They say 
the same thing about the bonus bill, which originated in identic quar
ters, and, like the tal'ilf measure, was framed with the idea that the 
American farmer is demanding a bill of which eventually he will be
come the victim. 

There appears to be a genuine demand among many Republicans 
tbat the tariff be treated as a business and not a political proposition 
and that it shall provide a reasonable amount of protection to all the 
elements of the population instead of only one. Speeches by Republi
can as well as Democratic Senators- have reflected a profound con
viction that both parties should cooperate to authorize the Tariff Com
mission to wo~·k out a system better adapted to the economic needs 
of the country than is provided by the pending measure. 

SCIENTfFIC POLICY NOT OBSERVED. 

This policy was not observed by the IJ"'ordney and McCumber com
mittees, although a provision was incorporated giv:ing to the Presi
dent authority to elevate or deflate rates on recommendation of the 
Tariff Commission. This provision is recl.lgnized as a sop to the ad
vocates of a genuine tariff system, and according to both Republican 
and Democratic critics, will prove unworkable, as well as exposing 
the decisions of the commission to political influences. 

In their zeal to please certain agricultural interests of the country 
the Fordney and McCumber committees are declared by both Republi
can and Democratic Meml>ers of the two Houses to have ignored every 
other consideration. The charge was made in the Ways and Means 
and Senate Finance Committees that the chief influences which dic
tated the construction of the pending tariff bill were of a purely per
sonal character. 

Schedules were framed, it is declared, for the sole purpose of win-
ning members of the two committees to support the ambition of Messrs. 
Ford.Dey and Mccumber to report the measure to their respectivt. 
Houses. That is the generally acceptP.d version of the manner in which 
the bill was passed by the House an'i sent to the Senate. 

• 
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~Ur. President, there was muc.l;l more that I wanted to say 
about thi matter, but, having consumed twice the time that I 
expected to consume, I shall not trespass further upon the 
patience of the Senate at this time. 

Mr. l\IcCUl\IDER. Mr. President, about every day or two. 
during the discussion of the pending bill, so long as Senators 
on the other side desire to kill time and have no argument ta 
make ·upon the bill itself concerning the real facts that have 
governed the making of rates in any schedule, we shall, of 
course, be compelled to listen to hours and hours and hours of 
reading of editorials from newspapers which represent the im
porting interests of the country. I know of no way to avoid 
that situation. When the Senator from North Carolina began 
his long discussion this afternoon I thought that I would take 
a few minutes to answer some of the statements suggested by 
tile e newspapers; but, Mr. President, they have given no argu
ments. 

1 do not desire to enter into a daily contest with the great 
metropolitan newspapers of the United States which get their 
advertising from importers and who are necessarily iniluenced 
from the source of their supply; but I again invite them to 
give us some real facts to show that the duty upon any item 
in thi bill is too high; that any duty goes beyond proper and 
reasonable protection. I do not care what article may be se
lected-they may take hosiery ; they may t.ake gloves; they may 
take knitted fabrics; they may take anything else. I should 
like tllem to specify the article, to ascertain the cost of PTO
duction at home, and what would be a reasonable profit to th_e 
manufacturer of the article, and then to ascertain what ~t costs 
to bring the foreign article into the United States, and make 
a comparison of the cost of production in this country and the 
cost of the foreicrn article which competes with it landed at 
New York, or at any other place in the United States~ and then 
let the American people determine what is a reasonable pro-
tection. • 

If they say that the cost of production is too high, I invite 
them to show what element in that cost ought to be reduced. 
I invite them to come out squarely and say that labor's wages 
are too high, if they think they are too high. I ask them to 
come out and say that the cost of the material is excessiYe, 
if it be true. I ask them to come out and show as definitely 
and as clea1·ly as possible the profit that is being made by the 
American manufacturer, and show thati it is an exce ive profit. 
It i only by that method that we can determine what is a proper 
rate of duty. 

I agre~ with one thing that the. e papers have said. They have 
declared, and often declared, that this is not just the right time 
to make a tariff bill. I made the equivalent of that statement 
in opening the discussion upon this subject, that it is the most 
difficult time in the history of the United States to formulate 
tariff legislation; but I coupled that as."ertion with the as rtion, 
equally positive, that of all times in the history of the United 
States this is the time when we most need a protective tariff. 

Abuse from the pre s · of the country is not argument. The 
Committee on Finance will welcome the presentation to it of 
any evidential fact to show that it has made a single error 
upon a single item, and it will correct that error if it finds that 
it has made one. 

Mr. Pre1'ident, there is another reason why this is not the 
best time in the world to pass a tariff law. Possibly it might 
have been better to delay this bill in one respect, because, had 
we delayed it long enough, the virus of a Democratic turiif 
would have taken effect upon the American people to such an 
extent that they would be immune to the poison that is being 
circulated by these representatives of the importing interests. 

1\!r. President, I realize that often in this debate there will be 
only a few Senators present. Senators on both sides understand 
why this is so. No matter what honeyed words may be used, 
no matter how often the declaration may be made that there is 
no attempt to delay action upon this bill, every man in the Sen
ate knows that there is that desire. Every man in the Senate 
knows that when you discuss a little item hour after hour, day 
after day, repeating the same argument over and over arid over 
again, you are not acting in good faith. The country lrnows it. 
Senators know that it is a time-killing process, and naturally 
they go out into the cloakrooms or into the l\Iarble Room, tele
phone for tl1err stenographers, and proceed to dictate answ~rs to 
their letter ; and that will continue just as long as you continue 
this time-killing process. 

Mr. President, in all the years that I have been in the Senate 
there have been on this side of the Chamber th-0se who have 
helrl cliverging views as to what con titutes a proper protective 
te.ri.ff, an<l there always will be; and the same thing happens 
upon the other side of the Chamber. The only difference be-

tween the two sides is this: We have stood manfully by what 
we considered a protective policy ; but every time we find a Sen
ator on this side of the Chamber who disagrees with the major
ity on what constitutes a protective policy, we see Members 
upon the other side of the Chamber come era wling and fa "\jlling 
and :tlattering and with the last rose of summer kneeling at 
the feet of some Senator whom they think they can bring over 
to their view of the case. Mr. President, I have seen that :flat
tering attitude year after year~ but with all of the :tlattery and 
with all of the fawning I have never yet seen one of them make 
a success. You may flirt, and maybe have some l\fembers now 
and then that will flirt with you, but you do not bring them 
over. · They go back to their constituents, and they run as Repub
licans and not as Democrats. Whenever you have succeeded
only once or twice that I have known of-in bringing a Repub
lican first to being what·is called a Progressive, and then a sort 
of a Socialist, and then a Democrat, he has generally been 
repudiated both by the Democrats and by the Republicans, and 
he ends up ordinarily as an anarchist. 

Now, Mr. President, I think it is time that we get at our bill 
again. That is the reason why I am not going to answer these 
editorials. Some day I am going to take the time to make a 
short reply to them; but after we have spent the entire day, and 
have accomplished nothing, it seems to me it is time to get back 
to a vote. 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, the editorials that have been 
read in the newspapers this afternoon, and tho e that we heard 
on former occasions, are but very little different from the edi
torials that appeared when the emergency tariff bill was under 
consideration. Jt is quite evident to my mind that the New 
York .Journal of Commerce and a few others of the great daily 
papers in the large cities are not going to permit, if they can 
help it, a protective tariff bill to be passed that gives protection 
to the American farmer. 

That is the only reason, in my judn<>"IDent-one of the rea ons, 
at least-why the e great daily papers, that have advocated 
the principle of protection in the past, are now opposing it
because protection has been properly distributed all over the 
country; because the farmer for the first time in the history of 
the country has been given proper. protection in any tariff bill, 
and we find them all arrayed agamst the farmer. The condi
tion is no different now than it was when the emergency tariff 
bill was passed; and I want to read just a short paragraph 
from my remarks of l\lay 10, 1921, when the emergency tariff 
bill was before the Senate, showing that I had the ame view 
of the conditions at that time: 

Mr. President, I am not unmindful that there is a new force behlnd 
the Democratic Party to-day that is fighting against protection for the 
farmer and the liv~stock grower. I refer to the international bankers 
of the country who have had on a propaganda ever ince the emer
gency tariff bill was introduced opposing the measure and p.mphasizing 
the ~mportance of ~ur for~ign trad , and it must be admitted, Mr. 
17es1dent, that the mternat1onal bankers of the country are a mighty 
for.::e to-day, for they represent billion , not millions, and they have 
been able to fill the newspapers of the whole country with their oppo
sition to the emergr ncy tariff bill, and at the same time have accentu
·ated the importance of our foreign trade. It is easy to understand 
why the leaders of the Democratic Party are :fighting so bitterly against 
protection to the agricultural and live-stock grower at this time, for 
they are receiving much encouragement from the international bankers 
of the country, who they know will be a. mighty factor in the com
ing campaign in the interests of free trade on farm and range 
products. 

That is practically all there is in this fight to-day. The in
ternational bankers who control these great papers in our large 
cities to a great extent were fighting the emergency tariff bill, 
and are fighting this bill to-day, because the American farmer 
is to be given proper protection for the first time in the history 
of this great Government of ours. 

Mr. President, I said at that time that I should be very , 
much alarmed over the future of the great principle of pro
tection if there were not a shifting of sentiment toward pro
tection. I called the attention of the Senate at that time to 
an organization known as_ the Southern Tariff Association, 
who were becoming a mighty factor in the South in educating 
the people down there in the interest of protection; and I 
want to say that they are a mighty _ factor to-day in all the 
Southern States, and they are accomplishing great things. 
I - want to send to the desk and have read three articles that 
I find in the Manufacturers' Record-one an editorial from 
the Manufacturers' Record itself, another an editorial quoted 
from the Atlanta Constitution, and one from the Fort Worth, 
Tex.. Star-Telegram. I ask that the three articles be read 
in my time. 
Th~ PRESIDING OFFICER "{-Mr. MosEs in the chair). Is 

there objection? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary 
will r ead as requested. 
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'l'he reading derk read a ._ follows: 
PROTECTIVE TARIFF SENTUIENT AS EXPRESSED BY SoUTHl:RN FRI!lll

TRADE PAPERS. 

[From the Manufacturers Record, May 18, 1922.J 
Believing absolutely in the value of a protective tariff for the countrr 

at large, the Manufacturers Record has for 49 ye~rs been advocating 
protection for protection's sake. At the same time, it has always recog
nized that the South was being stabbed in the house ,pf its owp frien~s 
bv its fight against a protective tariff even when a protective tariff 
wa s absolutely certain for other sections. 

Tlte Democratic politicians have been perfectly willing in times past 
to fight against protection for the South's raw materials, even when 
the:v knew this was putting a club in the hands of the northern and 
we8tern manufacturers to beat down the South with free raw mate
rials produced by the South. The East and West always very prop
erly demanded a protective tariff on the finished product. Tj.ley have 
been unwise, however, in that, while demanding a protective tarlff for 
their own products, they have often sought free trade on their raw 
materials and the South has thus been made to suffer whether Demo
crats or Republicans were in power. 

Recently the Manufacturers Record called upon the politicians of the 
South to recognize the fact that a protective tariff bill will be passed 
by Congress and that if they continued the policy of ·fig~ting all pro
tection it would simply mean that the South would agam be slaugh
tered while the rest of the country would have the benefit of protection. 
We are glad to see that two of the leading papers of the. South, 
following that line of thought, are urging upon the J}(>mocrats m Con· 
gress that as a tariff blll is going to be passed they do their utmost to 
see that the South gets its share of a protective tariff. 

On this point the views expressed by the Atlanta Constitution and 
the Fort Worth (Tex.) Star and Telegram are indicative of a~ awak~n· 
ing of sentiment on the pat't of outbern newspapers that this section 
shall no longer be sacrificed merely for a free-trade fetish of the past. 

'.We commend to the politicians and to the people of the South the 
followin.g articles from these two leading papers: 

TARIFF A.NO THB SOUTH. 

• [Atlanta Constitution.] 
In view of the obvious certainty that a high tariff bill will be passed 

by the Republican Congress and put into operation either before or 
soon after the 1922 elections, despite all that the Democrats might 
be able to do to prevent it , let us hope that the application of its 
" protection " will be general to the industries of the whole country, 
and that it will not be. in effect a sectional measure. 

.As the Fort Worth Star-Telegram truthfully said in a recent edito
rial which we re~roduce elsewhere upon this paget "the big fact that 
faces us, and which can not be dodged, is that tne present Congress 
is going to pass a protective tariff bill " ; and the Texas newspaper 
takes the very logical position that if, in their zeal to pr<!mote the 
theory of free trade. the Democratic minority oppose the measure to 
the extent of excluding strictly southern products and southern indus
tries from its protective influence the South wBI suffer materially and 
no possible good result will bave ·been attained. 

" Democratic Representatives in Congress," says the Star-Telegram, 
" who come back home and tell their constituents that they 'kept the 
faith of the fathers ' and voted against that bill will give little conso
lation to the producers -0f the South if the bill is a one-sided and sec
tional measure, giving the East a big advantage and placing the Soulh 
at a decided disadvantage." 

From the standpoint of the Democratic South and southern welfare, 
thi. i s expresi<ive of an altogether reasonable and common-sense atti
tude toward the pending tariff bill. 

Our Texas contemporary goes on to say that while the pemocratic 
Ml'ml>ns of the House and Senate may be. and doubtless are, powerless 
to prevent" the enactment o! the tariff bill, " they are not powerless. 
to obtain protectio.n for the products of Texas and the South " on a 
parity with the measure of protection to be thrown around the products 
of the North East, and West, and that "if the bill is a one-sided affair 
the Democratic Members who 'keep their records straight' will be 
directly responsible for it.'' 

The point .of the whole matter, from the tandpoint of southern pros
perity and common sense. is that while thP Democratic South i . tra· 
diticnally opposed to the principle of so-called " protection," there is 
nothing to be gained by stubborn opposition to. a tariff bill , the enaet
ment of which, in one form or another. is a forgone conclusion and a 
certainty. . 

On the other han<l, much may be gained in the way of an equltable 
dil'.!tl'ibution of the promised " protection " by yielding to the inevitable 
and making thn best of it. 

That is to say, so long as enactment of an undemocratic high pro
tective tariff bill apparently is inevitable the industries of the South 
should be placed on an even footin~ with those of the rest or the coun
trv in the enjo.yment of the protection for which it provides. 

·u the bill is going to pass anyhow. why should the South be dis
criminated against and deprived or whatever special benefits the indus
trie;:: of the country may deri>e from it? 

Why should southern industries be made to suffer discrimination 
simply because southet·n Cougressmen and Senators are desirous of 
keeping their records straight? 

Winfield Scott Hancock, Demo cratic nominee for the Presidencv in 
188 0, said in one of the campaign !lpeeches that the tariff was a " focal 
issue," or words to that effect . 

That statement was ridiculed fro m coast t o coast: but Genera l Han
cock was right-the tariff is " local." according to the particular prod
ucts and industries of a given locality. 

And in the same way and to a proportionately greater extent it may 
be made sectional. 

It is to be hoped. therefore, that our Representatives in Congress 
will not let their opposition to the protective-tariff principle drive them 
to such an extreme as t :> alienate the South from the provision ;:: of the 
bill that is to be enacted by the Republican majority de~pite Demo
cratic opposition to it in principle. 

THE RE AL TAR IF F QUESTION. 
[From the Fort Worth (Tex.), Star-Telegram.] 

'l'he question which is being raised by the Southern Tariff Conference 
is an economic question and not in any sense a political or partisan one. 
It is not even a question of protection or free trade. It doe;:: not fore. 
shadow a shlft in Texas to the Republican column. it doP.s not even 
mean a growth of "protection sentiment" in Texas or in the South. 
It ts simply the very practkal question of ,vhe ther th£' products of 
other sections o.f the country arc to receive the benefits of a protective 

tariff and the products of Texas and the South be placed at a decided 
disadvantage by being denied such protection. 

The big fact that faces us, and which can not be dodged, is that the 
present Congress is going to pass a protective tariff bill. Democratic 
Representatives in Congress who come back home and tell t heir con
stituents that they "kept the faith of the fathers" and voted against 
that bill will give little consolation to the producers of t he South and 
of Texas if the bill is a one-sided and sectional measure, giving the 
East a big advantage and placing Texas and the South at a decided 
disadvantage. The bill is goin~ to be passed. The Democratic Mem
bers who are going to vote against it wi11 admit that right now. They 
will say that they are " powerless t o prevent it." But they are not 
powerless to obtain protection for the products of Texas and the South . 
If the bill is a one-sided affair the Democratic Members who " keep 
their records straight" will be directly responsible for it. 

No academic discussion of the question of protection or free trade 
fits this situatio.n. No partisan denunciation of the measure as a Re
publican measure fits it. It the partisan interests of the Democratic 
Party require that Democrats shaD have nothing to do with the meas
ure, which we do not admit by any means, then the question which is 
before the Democrats in Congress is simply whether they are willing 
to sacrifice the interests of the producers of the South on the altar 
of fancied party advantage. That kind of _party advantage, even if 
1t could be gained, would benefit nobody but officeholders a nd politicinns. 
for it is related alone to political campai~n and the holding of office 
and not at all to the economic interests of the South. 

The politicians are in control of the party machinery and appar ent ly 
the Representatives in Congress are obeying the party without refer 
ence to the interest o.f their constituents. However, the right Q,f. peti
tion has not been abolished, and it is to that the Southern Tariff Con
ference has decided to appeal. It has made little headway with tht' 
politicians. It is now turning to the people. If you believe that every
thing should be done to prevent the new tariff law from being a >:C'C
tional and one-sided affair , if you believe that everything should br 
do.ne to protect Texas and t he South from the consequences of sucli :t 
measure, then tell it to your Congressman. The bill is going t o bP 
passed. It is going to be passed and enforced by your Government . 
which 1s none the less your Government because it i.s controlled L> y 
Republicans. The question is, What kind of a bill do you wan t it to b ~ 
It ts up to yo.u . . 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. Prei:iident, before t his bill is passed pe t i
tions bearing more than 1,000,000 signatures w ill be presented 
in the Senate from southern ... ·tates asking for proper p rotect:nn 
to southern industries. 

Again, I want to say that in my judgment when thi t ariff 
question is finally settled it will be settled by the South arn1 
West in favor of protection to agricultural interests and to the 
manufacturing interests, all the way around. The selfish inter
ests of the East are never going to give proper protectipn to 
agriculture until they are forced to, and I shall welcome the day 
when the South and the West w ill join hands and come here to 
give the people a fair and an honest tariff measure, which w ill 
afford protection for every industry. 

l\Ir. HEFLIN and Mr. LADD rose. 
l\Ir. GOODING. I yield to the Senator from North Dako.ta. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield t he 

floor? · 
:Mr. GOODING. I ~-ield to the Senator frnm North Dakota. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator is yielding t lte 

floor, it will be the Chair's duty to recognize somebody. 
l\lr. GOODING. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDlliG OFFICER. Then the Chair recognizes t he 

Senator from Alabama. 
l\1r. GOODING. I merely wa nted to say this, in connection 

with my remarks, that the Senator from :~'forth Dakota has a 
letter from the South which he wishes to place in the RECORD, 
and if the Senator from ..itlaba ma will be kind enough to yielU 
for that for a moment I am sure he will not be delayed. 

l\1r. HEFLIN. If it is not a very long letter-
Mr. GOODING. It is not a long letter. 
Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator just wants it prin ted in the 

RECORD? 
l\lr. LADD. I am going to read j ust one paragraph . and a ~k 

to have the letter printed in the RECORD. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Very well. 
l\Ir. LA.DD. It has been stateu here seYeral times on the floor 

that the ta.riff furnishes no protection for the fa rmer. I h ave 
received a letter from the United Peanut Associations of A.n1er
ica, which shows w hat t he p rotective tar iff has done for them. 
I read from the letter: 

The emergency bill saved the i ndus try ; it raised t he price to t he 
farmer for Spanish peanuts (variet y grown in t he fa r South ) fro m 
$28 per ton to $70 ; the price of peanut oil from 4~ cent~ to l_O cents 
per pound. At prices to-day t he farmers of the South will ral~"' pea 
nuts, as they are on a fair competitive basis. 

I ask that this letter be printed in the R ECORD. t ogethe l' with 
the card attached to it. 

There being no ·objection, the matter referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

THll UNITED P E A UT AS S OCIAT IONS OF AMllR ICA, 
Suffolk, Ya., Ma11 16, 19!2. 

Hon. EDWIN F. L-1.DD, 
United State.8 Senator, Washington, D. O. 

DEAR SllNATOR : It is a strange coincidence that the South must go 
to representatives from the North in quest of just and equitable legi -
lation to protect and preserve their industries, but such is a fact ; n.nd 
with a brief statement, the peanut . interests of the Sout h wish tt' ask 

• 
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your support of Senator GooDING's amendment to the Senate· Finance 
Committee's rePQrt on the permaDellt tariff bill, in which a rate of 
3 cents per pound is asked on pea.nuts in the shell and 4: cents on 
shelled peanuts; same rates as were incorporated in the bill as it came 
from the House of Representatives; also to ask your support of amend
ments Senator GOODING asks on vegetable oils-cottonseed, peanut oil, 
soya-bean oils, etc. 

I am inclosing you a card which contains brief statement of capital 
invested in the peanut industry and, approximately, number of people 
engaged in the industry. This will give you a fair idea of the industry, 
and also please consider that the peanut industry is yet in its infancy. 
With proper protection this industry can and will increase to many 
times to.-day's value • 

.Another feature for you to consider is that peanuts make up a 
cash crop, and is the only cash crop that can be produced in the far 
son.thern sectiODs where the boll-weevil pest has made it impossible to 
raise cotton. You take away the protection afforded by the emergency 
bill and these farmers will be thrown into the pauper class and thell: 
communities made bankrupt. 

The emergency bill saved the industry; it raised the price to the 
farmer for Spanish peanuts (vartety grown in the far South) from 
$28 per ton to $70; the price of peanut oil from 45 cents to 10 cent& 
per pound. At prices to-day the fa-rmers of th-e South will raise pea
nut , as they are on a fair competitive basis. 

Imports of peauuts and vegetable -0ils come from China and other 
Asiati<: countries-. Senator, our farmers can not live in huts.. We must 
surround them with some comforts of civilizatlon1 and y-0u know they 
can nQt suwort this great Government of ours and compete success
fully in a free market with a competitor who lives in a hut and is con
tent with a cupful of rice a day as food. The tremendous markets we 
have builded beiong by rights first to our own people. 

Re not confused by the opposition of southern Senators. The pro
ducers of peanuts-the farmers-want protection. The southern Sena
tors from the peanut"producing States are putting party politics and 
their personal political doctrines ahead' of the true and just interests 
of the peanut farmers of the South. 

I will venture this assertion : Th.at if the Republican maj-0rity in Con
gress will gi-ve the South a permanent tariff protection which will con
tinue the blessings of the emergency tariff bill that this will put the 
southe:rn voter to thinking, and woon these people begin to think, some
thing is certain to happen. 

Help th industries of the South to enter into the same measure -0! 
prosperity as other sections, as we have the unfortunate condition of 
having representatives in the Senate who do not properly represent 
public sentiment on this question. Hence. our only course to save our 
industries is by aid of representatives from other sections who have the 
broadness of vision to see beyond their own borders and are willing to 
help all of America alike. This is the thought that is behind us in 
writing you. 

Yours very sin-cerely, 
M. ~:I. OSBORN, 

Secretary United Peanut .A..sso-ciatio-ns of America. 

Commercial statistics. 
Value of farm lands devoted to the culture of peanuts, 

taking the United States Government estimates of 1920 
acreage, valuing the land at $70 per acre as an average_ $.88, 362, 000 

Value of spedal farm implements required for culture an-d 
harvesting peanuts, approximatelY---------------- 7, 700, 000 

Value of equipment of peanut mills, shelling, cleaning, and 
crushing machinery, real estate, buildings, storage ware-houses, etc _______________________________________ 11,500,000 

Capital invested in manufacturing establishments for 
manufacture of peanut. p-ickers and other special farm 
implements -------------------------------------- 750,000 

Total----------------~------------~-------- 108, 312.,000 

Peaple etl{Jagea in pea,.nut induKtry .. 
Number of people employed in the mills, shelling, clean-

ing, and crushirrg establishments ___________________ _ 
Number of farmers (heads of families) estimated to be en

gaged in the production of peanuts in ~United States_ 

Total---------------------------------------

10, 500 

121,000 

131,500 

Number of acres (estimated) in the South that is ada11t
able to the culture of peanuts and can thus be ut1lized 
if a market is available for the produ-ct______________ 9, 340, 000 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I have listened to the speech 

of the chairman of the Finance Committee [Mr. McCUM'BER], 
and also to the speech of the junior Senutor from Idaho [Mr. 
GOODING]. 

The farmer must not be deceived as to ''9'hat is in this bill. 
It is easy for Senators to talk about what they would like to 
do and what they hope to do, but when we proceed with the cOn
sidera tion of this bill and act upon a proVision, we then get the 
judgment of a majority of this body, and we know then exactly 
what was intended to be done by what was actually done. 

I saw the Republican side of this Chamber vote to increase 
the tax upon arsenic, used for spraying and for other purposes 
by the farmers of the United States. Every farmer who uses 
it hereafter must pay more for it by reason of the tax that 
you put upon him in favor of those wb-0 sell ft.rsenic. Is that 
protection for the American farmer? 

There is a provision in this bill whictl taxes plant food, fer
tilizer, potash. You are going to increase the price of that 
to the farmer by levying a tax upon the stuff he must buy to 
produce the wherewith to feed his own family and the. world. 
Is that protecting the Anrerican farmer? 

Every farmer in the country, Without a single exception., uses 
salt, and he trses it in abundance, for· various purposes. r saw 
you last night by a large vote place a tax of 40 cents a sack 

• 

upon salt. Then you stand up he1~e and tell us that you i.re 
undertaking to protect the farmers of the United States. Would 
you have the farmer look pleasant while you tell him that you 
are preparing a sweet and soothing something for him, when 
in fact the dose that you have fixed for him. is a concoction 
containing so much poison that he can not even taste the grain 
of sugar put in •or the purpose of fooling him? 

I am in favor of raising some of our revenue for the Govern· 
ment upon imports, and I favor a rate sufficient to render aid 
to an industry in this country which has to compete in our 
markets with a foreign industry. ·But I do not intend to sit 
silent and permit you to deceive the farmer and increase the 
tax on everything that he has to buy many times over, while 
you give him a little soothing si.rup to keep him quiet while the 
tariff barcms accomplish their dangerous deadly work. 

Here is a bill with 4,000 items it in. The Senator from Ne
braska [Mr. NoBRis] suggested to-day that both sides should 
from a nonpartisan standpoint write an honest tariff bill and 
put only the things in the bill that really deserve to be in it. 

If that should be d-0ne, why, instead of having 4,000 items in 
the bill there would probably be less than 250. The bill that 
you have presented was intended to increase the profits and 
the fortunes of certain people at the expense and to the injury 
of the American people. Those who are influential and power
ful politically and financially wrote into this bill just what 
they wanted. This bill can not ,be. defended and common hon
esty demands that we condemn and denounce it. 

You have a very dangerous provision in this bill, the one 
that the Senator from Georgia. [l\<lr. W A'.IlSON) touched on in 
able and eloquent fashion day lmfore yesterday. You have a 
provision in the bill that transfers from the legislative body 
to the President, to one man, the taxing power. You have 
written into this bill that by the stroke of his pen the PreSident 
can increase the· taxes 50 per cent. Who ever heard of such 
a monstrous thing in a free Government? It has been just a 
little while since our boys brought back that flag from where 
they had won victories on a battle field 3,000 miles from home, 
fighting ·for liberty and constitutional government. But they 
corne back and .find you in power, bartering away the consti
tutional rights of the Government and turning over the taxing 
power to the tariff baron.s~not satisfied with employing the 
taxing power t0- put profits in their pockets, bat transferring 
that power when Congre1'!8 is not in session to the President 
and providing that he may do it if they demand it when the 
Congress is not in session. Then you stand up and say that 
we ought to get out of the way, that we ought to sit silently 
here and permit you to roll this monstrous thing through this 
body. Can a man do that and be a patriot? Can he live 
up to the oath he took in the Senate when he ca.me here and 
·permit you to put something over on the people that he knows 
is monstrom;, that he knows is oppressive, that he knows is 
wrong? 

Mr. WA'!'SON of Georgia. Mr. President~-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala· 

bama yield to the Senator from Georgia.? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I nm glad to yield to my friend from Georgia. 
Mr. WATS ON of Georgia. I remind the Senator from Ala· 

barua that ,the estimate is that the bill will bring in a revenue 
of $300,000,000 a year to the Government. The most conserva.. 
tive estimate of what a tariff bill is worth to those whose busi· 
ness is protected from foreign competition by it is 5 to 1. 
Therefore this bill if enacted into law will be an annual bonus 
of $1,500,000.,000 to the war profiteers, gi'ven to them in this 
Chamber, where the President came to take part in the dis
cussion and to make a speech against the soldier ' bonus bill, 
whkh was killed in this Chamber by the very me'tl who are 
giving this manufacturers' bonus of $1,500,000,000 a year. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I thank the- Senator from Georgia for his 
suggestion. 

Mr. President, I believe that it will bring more than that into 
the pockets of the tariff barons of the United States. I believe 
that it will put $3,000,000,0-00 in the pockets of the tariff barons. 
Who will pay that money? Why, the masses of the American 
people will pay it. The consumer always pays the tax. Are 
you going to put this burden on a people already overburdened? 
Is the farmer to be deceived. again? 

l\Ir. POl\IERENE. l\fr. President--
Mr. HEFLIN. I have finished, and I am glacl to yield the 

floor to my good friend from Ohio. 
Mr. POi\lERENE. Apropos of what the Senator has been say

ing with reference to the foreign markets for the farmers' 
products, perhaps a little information which I gathered a few 
days- ago may be of interest. 

At the present time there is a controversy between th:e Hol
landers and the United States with respect to the shipment of 
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coal into th.e United S tates. The United Stat~ .authorities a.re 
insisting upon certain regulations which are by no means pleas
ing to the Dutch of Holland. It has already succeeded ln 
stirring up considerable irritation. One of those Hollanders 
who is her-e, a man .in high .authority, said with irespect to those 
regulations: " The U.nit.ed .States Government ought to remem
ber that Holland is not required to buy her wheat or her meat 

. in the United States, .and if we are treated as the indications 
are the Gove.rnment int~nds to treat .us, we will buy our wheat 
in Argentina, and we will buy our meat ·in Argentina ror Aus
tralia." 

That is the situation. Now, let me ap,ply the tacts. Last 
year the wheat crop in Ohio was somewhat short. It amounted 
to 29,000,000 bushels, just about enough t-0 feed our .ow.n people. 

This year the Department of Agriculture reports that the -crop 
will be 12,000,000 bush.els' in excess of what it was last .year. 
That means about that much surplus of wheat for which we must 
find a martet elsewhere. Our market is in Euro-pe, the market 
that the farmer wants, the market of which the farm bloc here 
is trying to deprive the farmer under this legislation. 

How are the .farmers of Ohio gding to be affected by a bill 
tbe purpose of which is to .d~prive our manufacturers and, 
whether it is the purpose o.r not, which will depriv~ eur .farmers 
of their market in just the way that I .have indicated? It must 
be borne in mind that .Europe already -0wes this country and 
our nation_als about ·$18,000,000.,.000.. Europe can not pay ns in 
gold because she does not have 1t. Europe can not pay us in 
her depreciated currency hecause we will not take it. There 
must be some proper scheme of trade which is going ·to be 
reasonable and just to all parties concerned. If w.e are not 
going to do anything to encourage those markets, I sUbmit that 
in the interest of the farmer we ought not to be ..attempting to 
deprive 'him o'f the market which he already -possesses. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, may we have 
the pending amendment stated? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment will 
be stated. 

The R.EADmG CLEnK. On page 30, line 14, in paragraph 84, 
thorium nitrate, thorium oxide, etc., the committee proposes to 
strike out " 25 " and insert " 45," so as to read " 45 per cent ad 
valorem." 

l\1r. SMOOT. In par~ap'h 84, page 30, line 14, I move to 
strike out the numerals " 45 " and to insert the numerals "40." 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McOo&MICK 'in the chair). 

The Sena.tor ·from Nebraska will state his inquiry. 
l\fr. NORRIS. I underst.ood that the pending question was on 

the amendment preposed by the Senator from Omo [Mr. 
WILLrs]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment has been 
passed over. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
Sena tor from Utah ['Mr. SMOOT] to the committee amendment. 

Mr. IDTCHCOCK. Mr. 'President, it rs cheerful to see that 
tbere is some recantation on the part of one member, at least, of 
the Committee on Finance, and I presume on the part of the 
committee itself. The present tariff rate upon this commodity 
is 15 per cent ad valorem, and I should like to hear some state
ment from the Senator from Utan, who now proposes to fix a 
duty of 40 per cent upon it, as to why the duty should be in
creased from 15 tn 40 ,per cent. 

While I am on my feet, I wish to refeu to a statement made 
by the Senator from North Dakota a few moments ago. He 
said if it could be shown here upon the floor that any pali:icnlar 
duty was excessive the committee would be glad to recognize the 
mistake and correct it. It is a most ettraordinro.-y theory upon 
which the Com.ritittee on Finance presents this case to the Sen
ate. They attack a tariff which has been in force since 1913, 
and then t'hey shift the 'burden of proof to tlris side of the 
Chamber. 

It strikes me if an attempt is made to treble a rate which 
ha been in existence for that length ot time or tcr raise ft in 
any particulat" the burden of .proof uught to be upon the Com
mittee on Finance 'to show that the change is necessary. But 
here in one case after another a proposed increase is }>resented 
to the Senate and not a word is -said in justification of such 
increase. In this case the Senator from Utah by amendment 
{>TOposes to increase the present rate on this article, which goes 
largely into the manufa'ctnre of gas mantles, from 15 per eent 
to 40 per ·cent, and I should like t'> hear 'from him some justifi
cation for the proposed increase. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if tbe Senator from Nebraska 
will look n.t the report 'Of the Tariff Commission he will find 
ttrat the imports were a little over 25 iper cent of the produc
tion in the United States, and from the Reynolds report he 
will find as ta tb.Ot'ium nitrs:te--speaking now of the commer-

eia.1 thorlnm nitrate-that the foreign value in the Unlted 
States currency is .$2.23; tJ!J.at the selling price of the f'oreign 
article in the United States is $2.72 and the selling price ol the 
domestic article reported comparable is $3.50. 

Mr . .President, the rate nf tluty in the act of 1909 on this 
article was 40 pe:r cent and the rate -of the duty in the existing 
law lis 25 per cent. If the Reynolds report is correct, 40 per 
cent will not be sufficient to cover the difference in price b~ 
tween the foreign and domestic product; but I think that there 
will be a change ·not unly in the :foreign valuation but in the 
American valuation a.swell. 

In 1909, with a 40 per cent rate, with conditiolfS entirely 
settled, there were importations of this .article Which were 
fairly competitive with the commodity made in the United 
States. I think the ingredients which enter into this com
modity being dutiable that 40 per cent is not an undue rat.e of 
protection under the conditions as they to-da:y cexist. 

I have a late report from the Commerce Department as to 
the wages paid in this very industry. I do not know that it 
would make any difference if I should call the matter to the 
attention of th~ Senator., but I wish to assure him that this 
particular item of thorium nitrate, being made from thorium 
itself, and the process being a Tather difficult on~ and involving 
considerable labor, the proposed duty is not e~ess'tve. 

I thought, in the fust instance, that 40 per cent was ampl<; 
but the committee thought otherwise, and, under the Reynolds 
re,port, when the bill wa.s ·100ported ta the Senate the rate was 
fixed at 45 per cent. Since then, however, in -view of existing 
conditions, the .committee thought that the :rate o.t 4-0 per cent 
which was originally proposed was the correct rate. There
fore I have made the motion to fix the rate at 40 per cent. 

Mr. fil'l'OHCOCK. Mr. President, the Senator :fuom Utah 
referred to the ,selling. price of the article in the United States 
as an element in making up the duty, 

Mr. SMOOT. I referred both to the American selling price 
and to the foreign selling price of the article in the United 
States and likewise gave the in-voice pr.ice. Taking the invoice 
price of $2.23, we would have to have a duty of about 60 -per 
cent. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. What is the selling price in the United 
States? 

Mr. SMOOT. It is $3..50. 
:Mr. HITCHCOCK. What proof is there that that is a fair 

price? 
l'flr. ·SMOOT. The fact that the article has to compete with 

the foreign article here on a basis of $2.2S. 
Mr. IDTCHCOCK. But what reason has the Senator to be-

lieve th.at $3.50 is a fair price for the product? 
Mr. SMOOT. The pre-war 'Price was a little over $3. 
?tir. HITCHCOCK. Not according to my figures. 
Mr.. SMOOT. That was the price according to the rep:ort 

of the Tariff Commission. 
lHr. HITCHCOCK. The imports in 1914 were :147,885 pounds 

and the price then of thorium nitrate was $2.30 a pound. 
Mr, SMOOT. I will go down the list, beg:innlllg with 1914. 

In 1P14 the price was $3.25; in 1915 .it was $4.25; in 191.6 it 
was $5.85 ; in 1917 it was $8 ; in 1918 lit was $8 ; in 1919 it 
was -$3.75. 

iMr. HITCH-OOCK. The Senator from Utah is now reading 
the American selling price? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I am not reading the American selling 
price ; that is the estimated imported price of thorium io the 
United States. If the SeBator will take the Reynolds report, 
he will find in the remarks following thOiium these words~ 

La-st domestic sa1e , October, 19'20. Manufa ctaTe discontinued on 
account of foreign competition. 

That was in 1920, and that was the last domestic sale made 
here. 

l\1r. HITCHCOCK. In the United States? 
Mr. S.MOOT. In the United States. If the Senator will tnrn 

to the tariff hearings, he will find stated th.ere the following: 
The present market price of thorium nitrate made in the United 

States is $3.75 per pound, which equals .$8.25 per kilo, and which 
price · 'represents a profit to the American manufacturers of a.bout 
20 per cent on the selling price. This .American price ot $8.75 per 
pound represents a decrease in selling price over the last five years of 
over 53 _per cent and represents an increase over the importer's 
selling price of 1914, whic'h was then $3.30 per pound, ·or less than 14 
per cent. 

Mr. IDTCHCOCK. What is the consumption in the United 
States? 

Mr. SMOOT. In .!1.913 it was appro:ximflltely 149,000 pounds; 
In 1914, 15.6,000 pounds; in 1915, 210,000 pounds-1 am giving 
the round figures. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. So that the consumption la approxi
mately ·200;000 pounds? 
Mr~ .SMOOT.. Ab°"ut that. 
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-Mr. HITCHCOCK. And yet the imports from abroad are 
given in the report as being 35,406 pounds for 1920. 

l\lr. Sl\IOOT. And for the first nine months . of 1921 they 
were at the rate of 57,000 pounds. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. For the first nine months of 1921 the 
imports were 44,000 pounds. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. That is for nine months, and that would ue at 
the rate of 57,000 pounds a year, or over 25 per cent of the 
domestic production. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. In other words, the latest report shows 
that we are making 75 per cent of the product consumed in this 
country. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not the latest. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. The latest I have been able to get hold 

of for 1921. 
1\fr. SMOOT. But the imports are increasing and will con

tinue to increase if the Reynolds report is to be relied upon. 
Mr. HITCHC8CK. But they do not approximate what they 

were before the war. They are less than one-third of what 
they were before the war. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator what they were in pre
war years. In 1911 the. imports were 118,201 pounds. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. And now we have only 44,000 pounds. 
l\Ir. Sl\100T. Certainly, because they have not gotten fairly 

started yet; but the imports will be much greater, I will say 
to the Senator. 

1\lr. HITCHCOCK. Then, as in t.lie .case of other schedules, 
this schedule has been based upon what it is thought it is 
likely to happen and not what has happened and not what the 
statistics show? 

Mr. S!\fOOT. No; that is an unfair statement. 
~fr. HITCHCOCK. I asked the Senator what the consump

tion was, and he said something over 200,000 pounds. I asked 
h im what the imports arP, and he says they approximate 40,000 
pounds. · 

Mr. SMOOT. They were 57,000 pounds in 1921. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is only 25 per cent of the domestic 

consumption. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. Yes; but the imports are increasing and will 

continue to increase. . 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator mean that we are to shut 

out competition when it reaches 25 per cent of the domestic pro
duction? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I do not mean that. But I say that the 
figures show an increase in importations, and that the imports 
are gradually increasing there can be no doubt, as the Senator 
may see. 

l\lr. HITCHCOCK. Does not the Senator realize the need 
of doing bu iness with Germany? 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. I do. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it not absolutely necessary, if we are 

to export our products to Germany, that we must buy some
thing from Germany? 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no fear about that. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. But when Germany is not sending us 

anything bow can she buy from us? 
Mr. SMOOT. Under conditions existing in Germany to-day 

and in view of the cost of producing goods there and the wage 
scale prevailing there, I have no fear that there will not be 
plenty of goods bought from Germany. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. This tariff bill should be framed upon 
statistics; it should be based upon facts and not surmises or 
prophecies or predictions or guesses as to the future. 

1\lr. SMOOT. It has been framed upon the facts. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask the Senator this question: Does 

he think that we ought to make a tariff schedule to exclude 
articles from Germany ? 

Mr. SMOOT. I have answered that question once, and I will 
answer it again and say " No." -

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then, what percentage of our consump
tion would the Senator admit in competition with our local 
production? 

Mr. SMOOT. That would depend entirely upon the product. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator think 25 per cent is 

too much? . 
Mr. SMOOT. I think that wherever importations are 25 

per cent of the domestic consumption in the United States, 
then we are getting very near the danger line, because, if they 
can take that much of the business away from the American 
producer, we know that there is extreme competition. 

Mr. HITCHCOOK. Would the Senator be willing to admit 
20 per cent of American consumption so as to have compe
tition? 

Mr. SMOOT. I say again that would depend upon the con
ditlt!!n of the industry not only in Germany but i.n this country. 

As to some commodities, I would admit 75 per cent or '80 per 
cent of the domestic consumption, but tllere are others as 
to which I should think 25 per cent would be approaching the 
danger line. 

The Senator knows that in some lines Germany can and does 
control the trade of the world, and will do so, no matter what 
rates we put in this bill. The same statement applies to some 
of tb,e products of Japan, to some of the products of England, • 
and also to some of the products of France, . and other coun
tries. Whatever rate might be put in this bill, such products 
will come into the United States because the people of the 
United States are going to buy them. The Senator. knows 
that we would not keep out all the perfumes of France, even 
if we · imposed on them a duty of 60 per cent or 75 per cent. 
They would be purchased here by the women who want French 
perfumery, and I would not care how much of that commotl.ity 
came in. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Can the Senator ~ive the conEmmption in 
this country of gas-mantle scrap? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know whether I have it here or not. 
Has the. Senator got it there? I find that I have not. In the 
case of scrap I know that there is very little imported. 

l\lr. HITCHCOCK. The imports were 60,000 pounds in 1914. 
l\lr. SMOOT. Oh, if the Senator wants the imports--
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Do they approximate that? 
1\lr. SMOOT. No; not that much, I think. 
l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. I understand that this schedule imposes 

the same tariff on gas-mantle scrap that it does on the thor ~um 
nitrate? 

l\lr. SMOOT. Why, certainly; because 95 per cent of the 
scrap is thorium nitrate. 

1\Ir. HITCHCOCK. And yet the importations of gas-mantle 
scrap in 1920 were 144 pounds only. · 

1\lr. Sl\lOOT. The Senator knows that there is nothing in 
that. Whatever scrap comes in here is the waste from the gas 
mantles, and 90 per cent of that "'Iaste is thorium nitrate; and 
what difference cloes it make, l\fr. Pres ident, if they can get 
the thorium nitrate in? The scrap is gathered up ju t tlle ·a rue 
as the waste of wool and the waste of cloth. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Why is a tariff put on it if it does not 
make any difference? Why is it subjected to a 40 per C'eut 
tariff if it does not make any difference? Why do you put it 
in thi bill and impose a tariff on it? 

Mr. SMOOT. I say, if the tariff on thorium is a certain 
rate, and crap mantle is virtually thorium, there houlcl be 
the same rate. I do not see that there is anything wrong in 
that. Gas-mantle scrap, which is dutiable at 10 per cent ad 
\alorem in the old bill, is converted into thorium nitrate. and 
this is the only commercial use of it. That is all there i: to 
it. It is thorium nitrate just the same. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am asking the Senator why a duty of 
40 per cent i imposed on it when less than 200 pounds comes 
into the cotmtry '? It certainly is not a dangerous competition. 

Mr. Sl\100T. Simply because in the manufacture iu a 
foreign country the scrap is used in exactly the same way 
that it is used here, and no one wants particularly to ~hip 
scrap in here when he can ship in the thorium at the same 
rate. Why should he? 

l\fr. HITCHCOCK. .Mr. President, this item seems to me very 
much like ink, very much like wood alcohol, very much like 
a large number of other items in this bill which present a 
condition in which the American market is supplied to a very 
limited extent by foreign competition. The Senator from North 
Dakota indicated that the purpose of this bill was to impose 
a tariff to represent the difference in cost. It seems to me 
that the purpose of this bill is to shut out competition, because 
when we show a case such as ink, for instance, in which the 
United States manufactures all of its ink except some 20,000 
pounds a year, when it not only manufactures all the ink that 
the Americ~ people consume but manufactures enough to export 
millions of dollars' worth of ink a year, nevertheless the Finance 
Committee insists on reporting to the Senate a duty double 
what it is at the present time. . 

Mr. SMOOT. Is the Senator speaking now of gas-mantle 
scrap? 

l\1r. HITCHCOCK. I am speaking now of ink. I have gone 
back to that: This is anot~er item of the same sort. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is quite a difference between ink and 
thorium. Ink is exported, and thorium is not. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But the Senator stood here and insisted 
on demanding that the present tariff on ink be raised from 15 
per cent to 25 per cent, and finally abandoned that and accepted 
a 20 ner cent duty. 
Mr~ SMOOT. Oh, no; a 20 per cent duty is what we reported. 
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Mr. HITCHCOCK .. No; you reported a 30 per cent duty. 

You doubled the .existing tariff in yoUI' rePort to the Senate, and 
when I demonstrated that we• made all of our own ink, and, 
that we ~Worted millioD.s of dollat'S' worth of ink · to. other• 
countries, then you moved to accept the Houes schedule ot 201 
per cent. I say that the condition is the same in this schedule, 
only not to so great an extent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Th.at was decided before ever the Senator 
spoke. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. We are not importing more than 25 per 
cent of our consumption in thorium nitrate. We are making· 
most of our thorium nitrate, and yet you insist on increasing 
the duty on thorium nitrate, notwithstanding the fact that 
Germany never has been able to. send to us thorium nitrate to 
the amount of more than 25 per cent of oul.' consumptlon. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not able to do so? The Senator is not 001.'rect 
in that statement. 

Mr. IDTOHCOCK. Th~ Senator please will not interrupt me 
until I finish. I charge, under those circumstances, that your 
bill is not for the purpose of enabling American manufacturers 
to compete with foreign manufacturers upon ai reasonable basis. 
That used to be the old Republican theory. Your bill is for the 
purpose of giving to the American manufacturer a monopoly in 
this µiarket. Your bill is for the purpose of shutting out im
ports from such countries as Germany. Your bill is for the pur
pose of ereeting a wall so h1gh that the manufacturers in this 
country can increase the price of the things that they sell to 
the Ameriean people. That must be the ease, otherwise you 
would be satis:fied with the present tariff on thorium nitrate, 
under which the American manufacturer makes three-quarters 
of all the 'thorium nitrate that the American people consume, 
and the imports of thorium nitrate at the present time are less 
than tbey were before the war. They are al.most negligible, and 
if the American manufacturer amounts to anything at all he 
·ought to be .able to hold bi,s, market as it is now, a.t 75 per cent 
of the American consnmption. 

It must be understood by the American people that you are 
ma1."ing a tariff, not for the Plll":PO&-e of enabling the· American 
manufacturer to c.ompete with manufa.ctDJ.'ers abroad, but in 
one schedule after another you are raising the tax so high as 
to shut out competition and give a monopoly to the American 
manufacturer. I asked the Senator from Utah whether he would 
not be satisfied with competitiQn amount;ing to only 25 per cent 
of the American consumption. and instead of saying definitely 
" Yes " or '-' No " he said that in some cases he would and in ' 
some cases he would not. ' 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator wanted me to tell the truth, did 
he not? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. Then, that is the only way in which I could 

answer the question . 
Mr. IDTCHCOOK. But I should like to know why 25 per 

cent is not a reasonable snpply to come in from abroad and 
regulate the American priee for the protection of the consumer. 
You have forg6tten all about the consumer. He ought to have 
protection, When you levy taxes on him in order, under the 
Republican theory, to build up home industries you ought at 
least to have in mind the pr~tection of the consumer by still 
permitting enough competition to come 1n from abroad to pre
vent exorbitant prices being charged. 

That was the old theory of the protective-tariff idea, and that 
was what made it so alluring to the American people. They 
were told tune and again by Republicans on the- stump that all 
tbey wanted to do was to make tbe tariff high en-0ugh to enable 
the American manufacturer to compete against the so-called 
pauper labor from abroad ; and now you are not satisiled with 
making the tariff high enough to enable the American manufac
turer to compete. You want the tariff so high as to exclude 
competition. You want the tarift so high as to give a monopoly 
in this country, and that ls the vice of this whole bill. It is in 
schedule after another-n-0t onlY in thorill.Dl nitrate .. but it was 
in ink. to a still more aggravated degree, because it was_ demon
strated bere by the figures I read into the RECORD that at the 
present ti.me, with a 15 per cent taritt~ the American manufac
turer actually su11plies almost tbe whole market, with only the 
faintest fraction of competition from abroad. So it was with 
wood alcohol in even a greater degree. You insisted on taking 
wood alcohol off the free list, although I demonstrated here 
that the United State& had the greatest wood-alcohol produc
tion in the world ; that we actually IQ.anuf.actured baJ.f o.f all 
the wood alcohol made in the world, and we have-been able to 
:do that with wood aleohol on the free list ; and yet you insisted 
on ·putting a tax on wood alcohol, not for the purpose of raising 
rev-ellue. hut t:o make it impossible for competition ·tQ co.me ill 
here under any circumstances. 

What ls gotng to be the result? Going baek again to wood 
aleohol, you have given an invitation, you have given an or>por
tunity to the manufacturers of wood alcohol to unite to raise 
their prices to the American consumer. You have not inerea.sed 
your revenue at all. You have simply increased the probability 
tha1l the price of wood a!rohol will be advanced to the .American 
consumer, and what is true of wood alcohol and ink is true of 
this schedule. 

l\fr. Sl\IOOT. Mr. President., it is a strange fact that the raw 
material for the manufacture -of thorium nitrate is. controlled 
by England. SJte controls all of the raw material, which comes 
from India and a little from Brazil, and even in Brazil she con
trols it; .and yet, before the war thorium nitrate entered into 
England free of duty. What has England found that she h.ad 
to do. to pr<>tect her industry in the manufaeture of thorium? 
Why, she has taken. it from the free list and imposed a duty of 
33! per cent upon it, and yet she controls all of the raw product 
of the world. We have to get ours there, toQ, with the excep
tion of what we get down here in North Carolina. 

Remember that under the Underwood bill there was a duty of 
25 })er cent put upon monazite sand. Why? Because it was 
produced in North Carolina. Tb.at bill imposed a duty of 25 
per cent on the raw product, the sand, dug by men~ as the Sena
tor from North Carolina s-aid here the other da.y,, referring to 
another product; and yet they put a rate of 25 per cent duty 
on the monazite sand of North Ca~lj:na~ and gave a duty of onlY 
25 per cent upon thorillll'\ nitrate. :r ask the Senator- from New 
Mexico [Mr . .JoNES] if thf}.t is fa..ir or right? 

But England, free-trade England,.. a_s she is called. which had 
it on the free lj.st before the war, since the war closed, in order · 
to prote<!t her industries, has placed a duty Qf 33! per cent upon 
thorium nitrate. All that we are asking here is a 40 per eent 
ad valorem duty, and tl1e importations prov'e that there is com
petition, and there is not any questi-On but that tbere is. 

Again, Mr. President, gas mantles are niade from thorium 
nitrate, and 1 pound of thorium nitrate makes. about 325 gas 
mantl~s. In 1909 we heard th.is Chamber ring and ring with tbe 
statement of' the monopoly of the gas-mantle manufacturers of 
the United States. All they have to do is buy 1 pound of nitrate 
of thorium and make 325 gas mantles,· and w~ are so solicitous 
of the manufaeture of the gas mantles, that great mo.nopolY 
which was so howled about m this Chamber in W09, that we 
want to give them cheaper thorium nitrate. Let us be con
sistent. 

Mr. President, I do not care to say anything more about it. 
The rate is. a fair protective rate and no more, and the con11nit
tee asks that 40 per- cent be substituted for 45 per cent. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. May the Secretary report the 
amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The READING CLERK. On page 30, line 14, the C(}mmittee 
amelldment. p,ropo.ses to strike <mt " 25 " and insert in lieu 
thereo:e "45." The Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] has pro
posed to amend the committee amendment by striking out " 45 " 
and ip.serting in Ueu thereof " 40," so as to read: 

Thorium nitrate, th-0rium oxide, and other salts of thorium not spe
cially provided for cerium nitrate, cerium :fluoride, and other salts of 
cerium not specially provided for, and gas-mantle scrap consisting in 
chief value of metalUc .oxides, 40 per cent ai;l valorem. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll and Mr. ASHU.RS'.l' 

voted " yea." 
SEVERA.I,. SENATORS. Let the question he stated. 
Mr. ASHURST. May the question be stated again, Mr. Presi

dent? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again state 

the amendment to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was again read. 
Mr. ASHURST. In other words, we are voting on the amend

ment proposed by the Senator :from Utah·[Mr. SMOOT]. 
:Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It raises the House rate 15 

per cent and reduces the Senate committee rat~ 5 per cent. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, the roll call had 

been begun_. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It had, and a response was 

made. 
Mr. FLETCHER. A. parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. BALL. What is the question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from Utah to the com· 
mittee amendment. The Senator from Utah proposes to stJ:ike 
out " 45 " and to insert " 40." 
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Mr. ASHURST. Let the question be stated again, so that the 
parliamentarians over here watching the bill will know what 
the question is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The READING CLERK. On page 30, line 14, paragraph 84, 
under thorium nitrate, the committee proposed to strike out 
" 25 " and to insert " 45." The senior Senator. from Utah [Mr. 
SMOOT] proposes to strike out "45" and insert "40," so as to 
read " 40 per cent ad valorem." 

l\fr. FLETCHER. A parliamentary inquiry. Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his 

:inquiry. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I understand that the proposal of the 

Senator from Utah is really a committee proposal; that the 
committee proposes this change, so that it is a committee amend
ment. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is correct. 
The . PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MosEs in the chair). 

The committee bas a right to modify its amendment. 
Mr. FLETCHER. That being so, it is a committee amend

ment, and the question is, Shall the committee amendment pro
viding 40 per cent be agreed to? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; the question is to strike out "45" and 
to insert "40." 

l\fr. ASHURST. An affirmative vote will be a vote to re
duce the tariff. That is plain enough. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I make the point of order that the 
roll call has been begun and debate is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That point of order is sus
tained, and the Secretary will proceed with the roll call. 

The read ing clerk resumed the call of the roll. 
Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 

with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] to the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLER], and vote " yea." 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] to 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CRow], and vote 
"yea." I ask that this announcement of my pair and its transfer 
may stand for the balance of the day. 

Mr. NEW (when•his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR] to the 
junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. STANFIELD], and vote "yea." 
I ask that this announcement of my pair and its transfer may 
stand for the day. 

Mr. WATSON of Indiana {when his name was called). I have 
a pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], 
which I transfer to the senior- Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
FRANCE], and vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. GLASS. I transfer my general pair with the senior Sena

tor from Vermont [1\:fr. DILLINGHAM] to the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. GERRY] , and vote "yea." 

l\fr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I transfer my general pair with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] to the Senator from Wash
ington [Mr. POINDEXTER], and vote "yea." 

Mr. JONES- of New Mexico. Making the same announcement 
as to the transfer of my pair as on the previous vote, I vote 
"yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 59, nays 0, as follows : 

Ashurst 
Ball 
Borah 
Brnndegee 
Broussat·d 
Bur sum 
Calder 
Capper 
Caraway 
Curtis 
Dial 
Ernst 
Fletcher . 
Frelinghuysen 
Glass 

YEAS-59. 
Gooding McKinley 
Hale McLean 
Harreld McNary 
Harris Moses 
Johnson New 
Jones, N. Mex. Newberry 
Jones, Wash. Norris 
r>:ellogg Oddie 
Kendrick Overman 
Keyes Pepper 
Ladd Phipps 
L enroot Pomerene 
Lo1lge Ransdell 
McCormick Rawl;on 
McCumber Robinson 

NOT VOTING-37. 

Cameron France Nicholson 
Colt Gerry Norbeck 
Crow Hal'l'ison Owen 
Culberson II eftin Page 
Cummins Hitchcock Pittman 
Dillingham King Poindexter 
du Pont La Follette Reed 
Edge Mc Kellar Shields 
Elkins Myers l::hnHh 
Fernald Nelson ::;ts.ufield 

Sheppard 
Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smoot 
S_t>en cer 
Stanley 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
'l'ownsend 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 
Willis 

Sterling 
Trammell 
l:nderwood 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Weller 
Williams 

So Mr. S M('OT's amendment to Ille committee amendment was 
agi-eed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now recurs upon 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. Sll\llIONS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). Making the same 

announcement as before as to the transfer of my pair, I voto 
"nay." 

l\1r. LODGE (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as before as to my pair and its transfer, I vote 
"yea." 

l\fr. WATSON of Indiana (when bis name was called). Mak-
ing the same announcement as before, I vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\fr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs: 
The Senator from Arizona [Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator 

from Georgia [Mr. WATSON]; . 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CoLT] with the Senator 

from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL]; 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EDGE] with the Senator 

from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN] ; 
The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] with the Seu

ator from Mississippi [Mr. IlABRISON]; and 
The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STERLING] wit.h the 

Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I transfer my general pair with 

the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] to the junior 
Senator from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER] and vote "yea." 

Mr. McCUMBER. Making the same announcement as on the 
previous vote, I vote " yea." 

Mr. NEW. Making the same announcement as on the pre
vious roll call, I vote "yea." 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I make the same announcement 
as to the transfer of my pair, and vote "nay." 

Mr. CARAWAY (after having voted in the negative). I have 
a pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [l\fr. McKINLEY]. 
In his absence I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] and allow my vote to stand. · 

The result was announC€d-yeas 39, nays 18, not voting 39, as 
follows: 

Ball 
Bl'a ndegee 
Broussard 
Bursum 
Calder 
Capper 
Curtis 
Ernst 
Frelinghuysen 
Gooding 

Ashurst 
Borah 
Caraway 
Dial 
Fletcher 

YEAS-39. 
Hale 
Harreld 
Johnson 
Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 
Keyes 
Ladd 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 

Mccumber 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
New 
Newberry 
Oddie 
Pepper 
Phipps 
Rawson 

. NAYS- 18. 
Glass 
Harris 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Norris 
Overman 

NOT 

Pomerene 
nansdell 
Rollinson 
Sheppard 
Simmons 

VOTING-39. 
Cameron France Myers 
Colt Gerry Nelson 
Crow Harrison Nicholson 
Culberson Heflin Norbeck 
Cummins Hitchcock Owen 
Dillingham Kendrick Page 
du Pont King Pittman 
Edge La Follette Poindexter 
Elkins McKellar Reed 
Fernald McKinley Shields 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 
Willis 

Stanlev 
Swanson 
Walsh. Mass. 

Smith 
tan field 

Sterling 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Weller 
Williams 

So the committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will repart the 

next amendment. 
The READING CLERK. On page 30, line 17, the committee pro

poses to strike out " 20 " and insert "25," so as to read: 
PAR. 85. Tin Dichloride, tin tetrachloride, and all other chemical com

pounds, mixtures, and salts, of which tin constitutes the element of 
chief value, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I have examined 
all the data regarding this item which I have been able to find, 
and it does seem to me that there is no excuse to be given for 
the rate of duty which the committee proposes. 

I am very glad to observe the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
CuRT1s] in the Chamber. I think it is about the first time 
to-day. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

1\Iex:ico yield to the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr . .JONES of New Mexico. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS. I was sitting in the rear of the Chamber 

to-day when the Senator named the Senators who were present, 
and he did not look back-to see me. I was there talking to one 

• 
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of the employees. I was here all the time during the Senator's 
speech. I have been here all the time to-day except for two 
hours, when I was at a meeting of a subcommittee in the 
Finance Committee room. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If I have done the Senator an 
injustice I apologize for it, but I submit that if he was in the 
corner talking to somebody about something else he might as 
well have been in the cloakroom. 

1\lr. CURTIS. I heard every word the Senator from New 
Mexico said. 

l\fr. l\1cCORMICK. If the Senator from Kansas was in the 
Chamber, he could not very well escape hearing everythillg the 
Senator from New Mexico said. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not believe anyone ever 
fails to hear what the Senator from Illinois has to say when 
he gets on one of his rampages here. 

Mr. President, as I was trying to say, I have examined all 
of the information which I have been able to find on this sub
ject. I have looked through all of the usual documents on 
which we have depended during this debate. If any reason 
can be offered as to why this duty should be imposed, I think 
we ought to have it. 

I wish to state that there have been no importations of this 
commodity of any consequence whatever for years. In the 
year 1914 there were imported 337 pounds. It is a commodity 
produced entirely in this country so far as home consumption 
is concerned. Perhaps Senators do not understand what it is. 
It is chloride of tin, bichloride and tetrachloride of tin. It is 
produced from scrap tin, which can be obtained in thL-, coun
try. More particularly the use to which the tetrachloride is 
put is for weighting silk. So far as commerce is concerned, 
there is no commerce in this commodity at all, or anything. 
that could be recognized as such. Under existing law it is 
dutiable under a basket clause at 10 per cent. The House bill 
imposed a duty of 20 per cent, increasing the existing duty 
100 per cent. The Finance Committee of the Senate, feeling 
evidently that it was necessary for them to do something, have 
raised the rate of duty to 25 per cent. This product is made 
out of scrap tin and, as far as obtainable, from old tin cans, 
by dipping it in a solution of chlorine which makes a tin 
chloride. It is u ed for that purpose. 

This increase must come just from the habit of increasing 
the taxes. It is true it does not affect everybody, only those 
who use weighted silk. That is the principal use for it, but 
it does go into the silk trade of the country, and a great many 
people struggle very hard to get a little silk, especially the 
ladies of the family. 

I would like to know why this increase is proposed. It is 
just possible that it is done because pig tin has now been put 
on the dutiable list instead of on the free list where it is under 
the existing law. Of pig tin we import about 100,000,000 
pounds a year. None of it is produced in the United States. 
They found a little up in Alaska-about 100 tons. Tin itself 
comes from Bolivia, as a rule, into the United States. It ia 
admitted free now. 

The bill proposes to put a duty of 2 cents a pound on the 100 
tons annually impt>rted. I do not see how that affects this 
item, but it may be offered as an excuse for increasing this 
duty. This material made out of scrap tin-there is no ques
tion of any competition that I can find at all. I may say that 
the 337 pounds which did come into this country in 1914 were 
valued at less than 4 cents a pound, while the present price of 
the commodity now is over 28 cents a pound, seven times the 
price of the small amount that was imported in 1914. 

I would like to have somebody undertake to justify the rate. 
Mr. SMOOT. l\fr. President, I will say, in the first place, that 

the committee has reported to place tin in pigs and blocks on 
the free list. The Senator said it was 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I was looking at the rate recom
mended by the House, and I find that in the House bill it is 2 
cents a pound. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but the Finance Committee put it on the 
free list. I will make a statement as to the rates when the 
Senator from New Mexico shall have concluded. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I see that the Senate Committee 
on Finance has stricken out the provision for 2 cents a pound 
upon tin. Therefore, I should like some Senator to explain why 
the committee increased the duty on bichloride of tin. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just a word. The pre-war price 
of bichloride of tin was from 10 to 11 cents a pound; the present 
price is below the pre-war price; it has come down to 9 cents a 
pound. The pre-war price of tetrachloride of tin was 26 cents 
a pound, while it is now 28 cents a pound, or about the pre-war 
price. On all of the chemical compouncls and mixtures and of 
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salts of different materials in this bill we have tried to preserve 
a uniform rate of 25 per cent ad valorem. 

The House has a 20 per cent rate on the American Vttluation 
and the rate proposed by the committee is 25 per cent on the 
foreign valuation. So far as the use of this articl~ is concerned, 
it is used as the Senator has stated for the weighting of silk, or, 
in other words, it is an adulterant. This material is put into 
silk in order to make the silk weigh ; and I do not think anyone 
is going to suffer from the imposition of this duty. 

Mr. NORRIS. l\1r. PreS:ident, will the Senator from Utah 
yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. It seems to me, from what I can learn in rela

tion to it, that this is an article on which we might -very well 
levy a tariff because it is, in fact, a luxury. The question, 
however, arises in my mind, fithere are no imports, then what 
is the use of imposing a duty on it? We shall get no revenue 
by doing so, and I can not see any good from doing it. I con
fess that if revenue could be derived, this would be a very 
proper place to levy a revenue duty ; but if there are no im
ports, and we shall get no revenue, it does not seem to me wdrth 
while fooling with it. 

Mr. SMOOT. So long as the article is going to be used, and 
so long as we may get it from any other part of the world, I 
think we ought to have it made in this country. That is my 
opinion. The Reynolds report shows that the foreign value in 
the United States is 34 cents a pound. 

Mr. NORRIS. What about the imports? 
Mr. SMOOT. I will give those later. Tlle selling price of 

the foreign article of tetrachloride of tin in the United States 
was 90 cents a pound. See what profit there is in that. If it 
may be made in this country and is going to be used in tllis 
country, let us make it in this country instead of importing it 
from a foreign country. 

l\Ir. FLETCHER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from "Ctah 

yield to the Senator from Florida? · 
Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Does the Senator from Utah say there are 

no importations at all of this article? The statistics in refer
ence to the subject are not available. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is in the basket clause in the present l:rn·:. 
For 1914 the importations were given; but because of tlle fa ct 
that the article is in the basket clause under the existing law 
we can not segregate the various salts and mixtures which fall 
in that clause. We have the statistics for the entire importa
tions in the basket clause, but we can not ascertain as to tlle 
importations of a particular item. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The statistics seem to be combined with 
those concerning gold, platinum, and silver and rhodium salts 
in the importation figures. There are apparently three con
cerns manufacturing it in this country, and even now, under the 
present law, imposing a duty of 10 per cent ad valorem, there 
do not seem to be· any importations coming in. How can it be 
expected that any will come in under a 25 per cent duty? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know whetber or not any are com
ing in. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I can not ee that there is any justification 
for increasing the duty from 15 per cent under such circum
stances. 

Mr. JONES of New l\fexico. Mr. President, just a word. A.11 
the information that there is upon the subject, after a descrip
tion of the article and its uses, I find under the head of produc
tion in the tariff report: 

The preparation of tin chlorides has devel~ped almost exclusively i~t~ 
the detinning of scrap tin by means of chlorme gas. The process origi
nated in the plant of the Goldschmidt chemical works at Essen, Ger
many. 'lhe process, however, was soon established by the Gol~schmidts 
in this country. In about 1913 another company began operations, and 
at the present time (1918) there are three companies producing tin 
chlorides in the United States by the chlorine detinning process. The 
·growth of the industry is dependent on the growth of the silk industry, 
which is the largest consumer. 

In 1914 census reports give the production of all-tin salts as 8,291,200 
pounds, valued at $2,028,500. In 1919 (preliminary figure) the output 
of tin chlorides was 8,999.200 pounds, valuen at $2,986,500, and of 
oxide of tin 1,352,600 pounds, valued at $900,240. 

Imports: Statistics are combined with those of gold, platinum, silver. 
and rhodium salts. 

Exports: Statistics not available. 

That is all the information that the Ta.riff Commission gives 
in its summary, but I have here from a member of the force of 
the Tari.ff Commission the statement that the present price of 
these tin crystals is 27! to 28 C'ents 11er pound, anLl of tin oxide 
from 37 to 38 cents a pound, aud that the imports of tin cllloride 
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in 1914 were 337 pounds. I figure from the book containing 
the s tatistic-s tbat the value of that importation was $93, or a 
little less than 4 cents a pound. 

1Ur. SMOOT. That would be a little less than 30 cents a 
pound. 

Mr . .JONES ot New Mexico. The Senator is right. That is 
ju t abOut the present price of the commodity in this country. 
I do not, therefore. see any possible reason for increasing the 
dutv on the commodity. 

The pre ent rate is 10 per cent; 'the House bill made it 20 
per cent, and the Senate committee proposes to make it 25 per 
C'ent. There is no earthly information on which to figure any 
such tariff rate. There are no imports coming in, and none 
cau come in. The material is made out of scrap tin1 and any 
other country which wants to make it bas got to get the scrap 
tin from somewhere else. There is something in the tariff · 
surveys to the effect that Japan is threatening to develop the 
industry, buy her scrap tin in the markets of the world, an_d 
make the chloride and weight the silk o-rnr in Japan. There is 
some sug~e tion of that kind, but there is no suggestion that 
Japan is -going to make the tin chloride and ship it to this 
counrt·y in competition with the American product. There is 
not · a suggestion of competition from any country on earth. 

Mr. President. I move to strike out the figure "25" and in-
sert " 10." . 

The PRE"''IDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend
ment proposed by the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. JONES] 
to the committee amendment. 

Mr .. JO~~S of New Mexico. Upon that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the principal legislative 
clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

l\fr. ERNST (when his name was called). I transfer my 
general pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [M1•. 
ST_'\NLEY] to the senior Senator from Minnesota [l\fr. NELSON] 
and vote "nay." 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN (when his name was called). Mak
ing the same announcement as heretofore in regard to my pair 
and its transfer, I vote "nay." 

1\fr. LODGE (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as heretofore with reference to my pair and its 
trnn ·fer. I vote "nay." 

Mr. l\fcCUhlBER (when his name was called.). Making the 
same announcement wi.tb regard to my pair and its transfer, 
I Yote "nay." 

Mr. NEW (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as to my pair and its transfer as on the pre-
-viou · vote, I vote "nay." . 

l\f r . WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). 
Milking the same announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

T l.te roll call having been concluded, the result was an
nounced-yeas 14, nay~ 39, as follows: 

Ashllrtit 
Caraway 
Dia l 
Fletcher 

Ba ll 
B ra ndegee 
Brous ~ard 
Burs um 
Cald r 
Cap tle r 
Curtis 
E 1•n st 
Frt>linghuysen 
Gooding 

YEA.S-14. 

Harris 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Overman 
Pomerene 

Ransdell 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shields 

NAYS-39. 

Hale 
Johnson 
J ones Wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Ladd 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
McCormick 
l\IcCumber 

NOT 

McKinley 
McLean 

- McNary 
Moses 
New 
Newberry 
Norris 
Oddie 
l'eJ?per 
Phipps 

VOTING-43 

Borah France Myers 
Cameron Gerry NelSO'n 
Colt Glass ' icbolson 
Crnw Barreld Norbeck 
Cullle1·son Harr ison Owen 
Cummins He.tlin Page 
Dillin barn Hitcbcock Pittman 
du Pont Keyes Poindexter 
Ed""e King Reed 
Elkins La Follette Smith 
Ji'e rna ld Mc Kellar Spencer 

Simmons 
Walsh, Mass. 

Rawson 
Shortridg& 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 
Willis 

Stanfield 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Swanson 
'l'rammell 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Weller 
Williams 

So the amendment of Mr. JONES of New Mexico to the 
amendment of the committee was rejected. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the committee. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 

next amendment of the committee. 

The Pru:NCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On line 20, after the word 
" titanium " and the comma, the committee proposes to insert 
the words "5 cents per pound. and," so as to read: 

Titanium potassium oxalate, and all compounds and mixtures con-
taining titanium, 5 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem. . 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ti·ust that amendment wUI 
not be agreed to. Under the ruling I believe it will not be in 
order to offer an amendment to the ad valorem item; otherwise 
I should move to reduce that; but the question would come 
upon the adoption of this amendment, and it does not seem to 
me that that amendment is at all justified. 

The story of this paragraph is about like this : 
Under the act of 1909 the duty was 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Under the act of 1913 the duty was 15 per cent ad valorem. 
The House bill carries a provision for 25 per cent ad valorem, 
and now the Senate cOIIlIIlittee proposes to add to the 25 per 
cent ad valorem 5 cents per pound. That would mean an addi
tion of about 8 per c:ent more, making this duty 33 per cent ad 
vaJorero instead of 10 per cent ad valorem. 

The statistics show that as to the amount of production there 
are no figures available, but that the imports for the :fiscal year 
1914 were only 3,32-8 pounds, at about 60 cents per pound. In 
other words, at that time the imports of titanium trichloride 
amounted to only about $2,200 worth-about 3,328 pounds, 
worth about 60 cents a pound. That was the total importation 
in 1914, when the duty was 15 per cent ad valorem. It is now 
proposed to make it 33 per cent ad valorem. 

Importations of titanium sulphate in 1914 were 1,213 pounds. 
worth about 20 cents per pound. In other words, about $224 
worth of the product came in in 1914 under a duty of 15 per 
.cent ad valorem. The proposal now is to raise the.t duty to 33 
per cent ad valorem. 

What is the use of it? What i the occasion for it'? The 
importations amount practically to nothing. They amounted 
to nothing under the act of 1913, and yet the House pro~o es 
to increase that duty 66i per cent, and the Senate comffilttee 
proposes to add 8 per cent more on top of that. · . 

I can not see any revenue to be derived from it o.r any. baslS 
for any protection. It just seems to be a duty levied without 
any rhyme or reason, increased from 15 per cent to 25 per cent 
in the House bill, which is un increase of 66§. per cent of the 
duty, and then the Senate committee proposes to adcl 5 cents a 
pound on top of that, which would be at lea t 8 per cent ad 
valorem more. 

The export are not recorded. There are no available figure 
fmther than those that I have stated, and it does seem to me 
that there is no ground whatever for proposing this great in
crease in the duties on these commodities. 

Mr. McCUMBER. l\Ir. President, the Hou e imposed a duty 
of 35 per cent ad vnJorem upon the American valuatiou. An 
examination of the Reynolds report showed that that would 
be insufficient but that with a duty of 5 cents •per pound and 
an ad valore~ duty of 25 per cent on the foreign valuation we 
would equalize the foreign selling price with the American 
selling price. On a further consideration of that matter thi 
morning the committee came to the conclu~on that with t11e 
last data they had on the subject they could strike out the 
provision of 5 cents per pound which they had previou ly rec
ommended and then raise the 25 to 30 per cent ad valorem, 
which would give the duty just an ad valorem basi and make 
it 30 per . cent, so that is what I was about to pre ent. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEPPER], however, is Y-ery 
much interested in tbi subject and possibly desires to diRc:u. s 
it to-day or possibly may request that it go over. 

Mr PEPPER. lHr. President, if it is agreeable to the chair
man °of the committee, I should very much prefer not to dis
cuss it at the moment, but to have it go over until I have had 
an opportunity to review the relation between the figures now 
proposed and those originally reported by the committee. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Of course, I did not know what was in 
the mind of the committee. I was basing my observations on 
what appeared in the bill. I think the proposal of the com
mittee will be an improvement, because I think that would 
mean 30 per cent ad valorem instead of about 33 per cent Hd 
valorem ; and I am perfectly willing to have the matter _go over 
to suit the convenience of the Senator from Pennsylvama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend~ 
ment will be passed over. The Secretary will state the next 
amendment of the committee. 

The READING CLERK. Schedule 2: Earths, earthenware, and 
glassware. . 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, we have passed over quite 
a numbe.r of the paragraphs in the first schedule i and if the 
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Sen~tor from Missouri [Mr. SPENCER] is here, I should like to 
take up paragraph 74. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What is the paragraph? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Paragraph 74, zinc salts. The Senator 

from Missouri desires to be present when that is discussed. If 
he is not present, however, I will suggest that paragraph 7, on 
page 4, bas been passed over. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I make the 
point of no quorum. The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
JoNEs], who knows about this schedule, is absent, arftl desires 
to be here when it is taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu
setts suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to 
their names : 
Ashurst Harrison McNary 
Ball Johnson Moses 
Brandegee Jones, N. Mex. New 
Bursum · Jones, Wash. Newberry 
Calqer Kellogg Norris 
Capf)er Kendrick Oddie 
Caraway Keyes Overman 
Curtis Ladd Pepper 
Dial Lenroot Phipps 
Fletcher Lodge Pomerene 
Glass McCormick Rawson 
Gooding l\IcCumber Robinson 
II ale McKinley Sheppard 
Harris McLean Shields 

Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 
Williams 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-three Senators have an
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. The ques
tion is upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the com
mittee in paragraph 7, page 4. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That paragraph includes ammonium sul
phate, and my understanding is that it was put over until we 
take up potash. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will · say to the 
Senator from North Carolina that the chairman of the commit
tee just now suggested that we return to the consideration of 
that paragraph. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I just talked with the chairman of the com
mittee, and I think I have stated the understanding correctly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It can be passed over again, if the Senator 
desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Has the chairman of the com-
mittee any suggestion to offer? 

Mr. 1\IcCUl\1BER. I want to see if we can take up paragraph 
8, antimony salts. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The READING CLERK. In paragraph 8, page 4, the committee 
proposes to strike ut, after the word "oxide," the words "2 
cents per pound" and to insert "1! cents per pound and 25 per 
cent ad valorem." • 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 

uext amendment. 
The READING CLERK. The next amendment passed over is, on 

page 4, line 22, strike out the words "tartar-emetic" with the 
hyphen and to insert the words " tartar emetic." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The REA.DING CLERK. The next amendment passed over is, on 

page 4, line 23, after the " tartrate " and the comma, to strike 
out " 5 " and insert " 6,'' so as to read " 6 cents per pound." 

·Mr. Sil\IMONS. What is that matter? 
The PRESIDING OFFI.CER. Potassium-antimony tartrate, 

6 cents per pound. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Why was that passed over? Does the Sena-

tor from North Dakota know why it was passed over? 
The PRESIDING OFinCER. The Chair is informed that the 

Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] requested to 
have it passed over. 

Mr. MoCUMBER. I do not remember who made the request, 
but it was passed over at the request of some Senator because 
of its relation to liquated antimony, in paragraph 376. I do not 
think it was asked tbat we wait until we reached that para
graph. I do not recall now, other than that, why it was passed 
over. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to suggest to the Senator that where 
a Senator requests that a matter be passed over, and it is called 
up while he is away, probably the Senator ought to have some 
notice of it. 

Mr. McCUl\lBER. It is rather difficult to handle a bill when, 
after a Senator asks that half a schedule go over from time to 
time, he is a wuy when we get back to it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall make no objection to have the amend
ment considered. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand the Senator does not make 
any objection, but I am not certain that the Senator who asked 
th~t it go over would not make objection, and I think under the 
circumstances we had better go on with the next schedule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the balance 
of paragraph 8 will be passed over. 

Mr. McCUl\fBER. Pass over all of that schedule and go to 
the next schedule. .. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the 
next amendment. 

The READING CLERK. Schedule 2, on page 31, earths, earth-
enware, and glassware. 

The first amendment of the committee in this schedule is on 
page 31, line 4, after the word " manner " and the comma, to 
strike out the words " and brick other than fire brick, 10 " and 
to insert " 15 ", so as to read : 

Fire brick, weighing not more t ha.n 10 pounds ea.ch, not glazed, enam
eled, ornamented, or decorated in any manner, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ROBINSON rose. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I was just going to ask that this amend

ment be passed over on account of the fact that the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. GooDING] presented the matter again this morning, 
and the committee had it under consideration this morning until 
11 o'clock, when it had to adjourn before considering it even a 
second time. So I will ask that this paragraph may go over. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have no objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection paragraph 

201 will be passed over, and the Secretary will state the next 
amendment. 

The next amendment of the committee was in paragraph 202, 
on page 31, line 21, after the word " grooved," to strike out the 
word "and" and insert the word "or". 

The amendment was agreed to. • 
The next amendment of the committee was on page 31, line 23, 

after the word " tiles " and the comma, to insert the words " red 
or brown, and measuring seven-eighths of an inch or over in 
thickne s." · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I should like to inquire of the 

chairman of the committee as to the program. Arn we going 
ahead with the next schedule, covering earthenware? 

l\lr. McCUl\IBER I could not find the Senators present at 
whose request some of the paragra11hs in the preceding ~chedule 
were passed over. and I did not want to bring them up in their 
absence. Therefore I asked that we go on to the next schedule. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I suppose we can go ahead to 
some extent upon this new schenule, but, as far as I am con
cerned, I have been paying more attention to the ' paragraphs 
which we bave passed over than to the paragraphs in the next 
schedule. We can go ahead for awhile, but now we have -pasi:;ed 
over the first paragraph of the earth and earthenware schedule. 
I presume, of course, the best thing to do is to go ahead with 
it and go back to the paragraphs passed over at the convenience 
of the various Senators, but I agree with the chairman of the 
committee that the sooner we dispose of these paragraphs in 
the chemical schedule and get rid of them the better. I can 
only regret that Senators who want to take up these passed-over 
paragraphs are not here. By the way, I observe that the Sena
tor from New York [Mr. CALDER] is now here, and perhaps the 
first paragraph in the earth and earthenware .schedule could 
be taken up. 

Mr. l\IcCUl\IBER. I just stated a moment ago that the Sena
tor from Idnho had desired a further hearing upon that matter, 
and we had begun to have a hearing on it when we were called 
into the Chamber this morning, and for that reason I asked that 
it IJe passed over. 

The next amendment of the committee was, on page 32, line 3, 
to strike out " 35 nor more than 50 " and to insert " 45 nor 
more than 60," so as to read: 

Tiles wholly or in part of cement. valued at not more than 40 cents 
per square foot, 8 cents per square foot, but n ot less than 45 nor more 
than 60 per cent lfd va.Iorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was, on page 32, line 5, 

to strike out "38 " .and insert " 50." 
l\lr. SHEPP A.RD. I desire to offer an amendment to substi

tute "5 cents per square foot" (or the figure appearing in 
the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to 
have " 50 per cenf ad valorem •• stricken out and to insert " 5 
cents per square foot "? 

l\lr. SHEPP ARD. There is an amen<lment just prior to that · 
one. 



• 

7260 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. MAY 19, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On page 32, line 8, there was 
an amendment agreed to, striking out "35 nor more than 50., 
and inserting " 45 nor more than 60." 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I intend to offer my amendment there. 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. Without objection, the vote 

whereby the amendment on line 3 was agreed to will be re
garded as reconsidered, and the Senator from Texas is recog
nized for the purpose of offering an amendment to the amend
ment of the committee. 

Mr. SHEPP ARD. My motion is to strike out the words " 8 
cents per square foot, but not less than 45 nor more than 60 per 
cent ad valorem," and insert in lieu thereof "5 cents per square 
foot." -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The READING CLERK. In paragraph 202, page 32, line 2, the 
Senator from Texas proposes to strike out the words "8 cents 
per square foot, but not less than 45 nor tnore than 60 per cent 
ad valorem," and to insert the words " 5 cents per square foot." 

Mr. SHEPP ARD. I also desire to amend by striking out the 
remainder, as reported by the committee, and inserting the lan
guage of the bill as it passed the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1\fay the Chair suggest to the 
Senator that we dispose of the amendment he has already 
offered first? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Very well. I desire to address myself to 
that amendment. 

TfLES AND TILING. 

The tariff act of 1909, the Payne-Aldrich Act, placed a duty 
of 4 cents per square foot on plain unglazed tiles, of one color, 
exceeding 2 sqµare inches in size ; on glazed, encaustic, ceramic 
mosaic, vitrified, semivitrified, flint, spar, embossed, enameled, 
ornamented, hand-painted, gold decorated, and all other earth
enware tiles and tiling,. by whatever name known, except pill 
tiles and so-called quarries, or quarry tiles, valued at not ex
ceeding 40 cents per square foot, a duty of 8 cents per square 
foot, and where valued at a figure exceeding 40 cents per square 
foot a duty of 10 cents per square foot and 25 per cent ad 
valorem ; on so-called quarries, or quarry tiles, 45 per cent 
ad valorem ; on mantels, friezes, and articles of every descrip
tion, composed wholly or in chief value of tiles or tiling, 60 per 
cent ad valorem. 

The tariff act of 1913, the Underwood-Simmons Act, reduced 
the duty on plain trnglazed tiles, of one color, exceeding 2 
square inches in size, from 4 cents per square foot to H cents 
per square foot; on glazed, encaustic, ceramic mosaic, vitrified, 
semivitrified, flint, spar, embossed, enameled, ornamented, 
hand-painted, decorated, gold decorated, grooved, and corru
gated, and all other earthenware tiles and tiling, except pill 
tiles and so-called quarries, or quaITy tiles, but including tiles 
wholly or in part of cement, reduced the duty from 8 cents 
per square foot to 5 cents per square foot; on so-called quar
ries, or quarry tiles, it reduced the duty from 45 per cent ad 
valo,rem to 20 per cent ad valorem ; on mantels, friezes, and 
articles of every description or parts thereof, composed wholly 
or in chief value of earthenware tiles or tiling, except pill tiles, 
it reduced the duty from 60 per cent ad valor.em to 30 per cent 
ad valoretn. 

The ta.riff bill of 1922, the Fordney-McCumber Act, as passed 
by the House, placed a duty of 8 cents per square foot, but not 
less than 35 nor more than 50 per cent. ad •alorem on tiles
unglazed, gJuled, encaustic, ceramic, mosaic, vitrified, semi
vitrified, flint, spar, embossed, enameled, ornamented, hand 
painted, gold decorated,. grooved, and corrugated, and all other 
earthenware tiles and tiling by whatever name known, except 
pill tiles, and so-called quarries or quarry tiles, but including 
tiles 'wholly or in part of cement, rnlued at not more than 40 
cents per square foot, and where valued at more than 40 cents 
per square foot, 38 per cent ad valorem. On so-called quarries 
or quarry tiles, red or brown in color, it levied a duty of 3 
cents per square foot, but not less than 20 per cent ad valorem. 
On mantels, friezes, and articles o'f every description, or parts 
thereof, composed wholly or in chief value of ~arthenware tiles 
or tiling, except pill tiles, 38 per cent ad rn.lorem. 

The tariff bill of 1922, the Fordney-1\lcCumber Act, as reported 
to the Senate and now before us, imposes a. duty of 8 cents per 
square foot, but not less than 45 nor more than 60 per cent ad 
valorem, on tiles-unglazed, glazed, encaustic, ceramic, mosaic, 
vitrified, semivitrified, flint, spar, embossed, enameled, orna
mented, hand painted, gold decorated, grooved or corrugated, 
and all other earthenware tiles and tilir..g by whatever name 
known, except pill tiles and so-called quarries or quarry tiles, 
red or brown, and measuring seven-eighths of a.n inch or over in 
tllickness, but including tiles wholly or in part of cement, valued 
at not more than 40 cents per square foot, and when valued at 

more than 40 cents per square foot, 50 per cent ad valo:»em. 
On so-called quarries or quarry tiles, red or brown, and measur
ing seven-eighths of an inch or over in thickness, it places a 
rate of 5 cents per square foot, but not less than 30 per cent ad 
valorem. On mantels, friezes, and articles of every description, 
or parts thereof, composed wholly or in chief value of earthen
ware tiles or tiling, except pill tiles, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Tiles are made of clay and are used for flooring, roofing, and 
in finishing walls. They contribute in marked degree to the 
comfort, ~eauty, utility, and sanitation of the home. They are 
used in making pipes or conduits for the drainage of land. 

It will be seen that the lowest range of duties in the measure 
I have mentioned is found in the Democratic act of 1913, the 
Underwood-Simmons Act. And yet it was under that act that 
the production of tiling in the United States grew from a va!ue 
of $5,705,583 in 1914 to $10,930,000 in 1920, with exports in the 
latter year of over $1,000,000 in value; imports having in that 
same year a value of less than $85,000. Under the Democratic 
act of 1913 the tiling industry reached a point where it supplied 
the domestic market and exported a substantial surplus. Im
ports are so small as to be not even remotely suggestive of c~m
petition. 

It would strain the human intellect to the breaking point, 
therefore, to find a reason for the enormous increase in the 
rates on this important building material in the bill under con
sideration, rates which rise from less than 2 cents on the com
moner forms to 8 cents per square foot, a sweep upward of 400 
per cent on 'the cheaper v-arieties. Truly our Republican friends 
ar.e the champion aerialists of tariff legislation. Evidently they 
nnstake the Senate for an aerodrome, the various tariff sched
ules for airships to be used in contests for the dizziest altitudes, 
the fl.lght leaders being Pilot McCUMBER and Pilot SMOOT. 

Mr. President, it is questionable whether the enormous in· 
creases proposed by the Senate bill will not imperil the small 
amount of revenue derived from these articles under the pres
ent law. Inasmuch, however, as revenue is the supreme need of 
the hour, and inasmuch as the position of this industry makes 
it independent of protection, I move to substitute the existinO' 
rates for those in the bill reported by the Senate Committee o~ 
Finance. · 

Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment 
·which I have proposed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

1\Ir. HARRISON (w.hen his name was called). Transferl'ing 
my pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. EL· 
KI s] to the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], I vote 
"yea." 

l\IIr. LODGE (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as to the transfer of my pat\-, I vote "nay." 

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoB
msoN]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Ver
mont [Mr. P.AGE] and vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. WATSON of Indiana. Making the same announcement 

as on the last roll call, I vote "nay.'' 
Mr. BALL. Has the senior Senator from Florida (Mr. 

FLETCHER) V-Oted? 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER (Mr. BROUSSARD in the chair). 

That Senator has not voted. 
Mr. BALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Florida 

[Mr. FLETCHER 1 to the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
HABRELD] n.nd vote "nay." 

Mr. CARAWAY. Has the jnnior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
McKINLEY) voted? • 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
Mr. OARA WAY. I have a pair with the junior Senator from 

Illinois [Mr. McKINLEY]. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN] and vote "yea." 

Mr. JONES of Washington (after having voted in the nega
ttrn). The senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWANSON] is 
necessarily absent. I have a pair with him for that day. I find, 
however, that I can transfer that pair to the senior Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS], which I do, and allow my vote to 
stand. -

:Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Making the same announcement 
as to my pair and trans~r. I vote "yea." 

Mr. COLT. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL]. I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER] and vote "nay." 

The roll call resulted-yeas 11, nays 35, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Caraway 
Dial 

YEAS-11. 
Harris 
Harrison 
Jones, N. Mex. 

Overman 
Pomerene 
Sheppard 

Shields 
Simmons 
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Ball 
Brandegee 
Broussru;d 
BUrsum 
Calder 
Capper 
Colt 
Curtis 
Gooding 

NAYS-3.5. 

Hale 
J'ohnson 
Jon s, Wa.sb. 
Kellogg_ 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
Ladd 
Lenroot 
Lodge 

McCormick 
M.cl&an1 
MeN.ary 
Moses 
Newberry 
Nicholson 
Oddie 
Pewier 
Ra:wson 

NOT VO'J!INQ-.50. 

Borah Frelinghnl"Sen. New 
Cameron Gerry Norbe~ 
Crow Glass NorriS' 
Culberson· Harrel"d.J Oweru 
Cummins Heflin Paga 
Dillingham Hitchcock Phipps 
du Pont Kin-g Pittman--
Edge· La Follette Poiildexten 
Elkins Mc Cumber R.ansde:ll... 
Ernst McKellar Reed 
Fernald MeK'.in-ley Robinson 
Fletcher • Myers Smi:tht 
France NelsQil Spencer 

Shortridge 
Snwot 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
WaTnen , 
Watson, Incl. 
Willifi 

Stanfield 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Swanson 
T.rammen . 
Underwood. • 
Walsh, Mass-. 
Walsh<, Mont. 
Wn Uion. Qa. 
W.eller, 
Williams 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the amendment off'ered by 
the Senator f.rom· Te.xa.s to- the amendment of the committee, 
the yeas· are 11 and the naysi are 35~ A quorum not being pres
ent, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading: clei:k called the roll, and the following ·Senators 
answered to their- names : 
.Ashurst Hale McLean 
Ball Bll1lris McNai<y: 
B'roussard Johnson Newberry 
Bursum Jones, Wash. Nicholson 
Calder Kellogg Oddie 
Capper. Keyes Overma.ru 
Caraway Laud ~epper 
Colt Lenroot Phipps 
Curtis McCormick Rawson 
Ernst McCumber Shappard 
Gooding McKJnley S.llo.rtriclg_e 

Smoot 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Wat-son Ind. 
Williams 
Wlllis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-one Senators have an
swered to their names. There is not a quorum J)Tesent. The 
Secretary. will. cal the names of the absent · Senat~mi._ 

The reading clerk called the names of the absent Senato-rs 
and Mr. GLASS, Mr. HARRISON, M.r .. LO,DGE, and Mr. MOSES! an
swered to tb.eii: · names ~hen called. 

Mr. BP.A.NDEG1!lE and Mr. KENDBI.CK entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING, OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators.have an
swered to their names... There is. net a1 qµomun present .. 

l\lr. l\IcCUMBEll. I move that the Sergeant at Ar,ms• be 
directed to request the presenW" o.fr absent Senators 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on tl}.-e motion 
of the Senator from North Dakota. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFiCER. The Sei:ge3Jlt at Arms will 

carry out the instructio;n& of the Senate. 
Mr. D:rAI. and Mr. Pe~ ent"0red the Chamber and all>

swered to their names. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have an..

swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is p;i:esen.t. 
The Secretary will call the roll on the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] to the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. COLT (when his name was called). Making the same 

announcement as before with regard to the transfe~ of my pai:r., 
I vote "nay." 

Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called}. 
Making the· same announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

Mr. LODGID (when his name was called). Making the sa01e 
announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

Mr. NEW (when his name was called)-. Making the same 
announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). 1\laking 
the same announcement as. before with reference to my pa.ir 

· and its transfer, I vote "nay." 
MI\ WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called)'. Mak

ing the same announcement as before, I vote "nay." 
The' roll call was: conclu-ded. 
Mr. ERNST. Making the same. announcement as be-fore; ] 

vote "nay." 
Mr. GLASS. Making the. same. announcement as heretofore, 

I vote "yea." 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Making-the same announcement 

as on the previous roll call as to the transfel' of my pair, l vote 
"yea." 

Mr. BALL. I ttan fer IJlY pair with the Senator f~omFlol'ida. 
[1\-.tr. FLETCHER] tQ the Senator from l\1isscw·i· [Mr .. S.el!."N:CPJ 
and will vote. I vote "nay." 

• 

Mr. CURTIS. :r ha·rn, bee.n requested to announce_ the fol
lowing pairs : 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EDGE] with the Senator 
from Oklahoma: [M~ OWEN]; 

The Senator from South Dakota_ [l\1r. STERLING] with the 
~nator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] ; 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKrns] with the 
Senator from 1\-fississit>Pi [l\fr. Hil.RrsoN] ; 

The· Senator froin Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Guss] ; 

The Senator from Arizona [l\lt. CAMERON]' with the Senator 
from Georgia [l\fr. WATSON] ; and 

The- 8enator•from New Jersey [1\lr. FRELINGHUYSEN) with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH']. 

The result was announced-yeas 11, nays 40, as.follows: 

Ball 
Brandegee 
Broussard 
Burflu.m 
Caldei: 
Capper 
Colt 
Curtli.s· 
Ernst 
Gooding 

YEAS-11. 

Glass Overman 
Harris Pomerene 
Jones, N. Mex. Shepp.11-rd 

II NAYS.-40~ 
Hale. McCumber 
Johnson McKinley 
Joll'eS', Wasa McLean 
Kellogg McN;ary1 
KendriciL Mos~ 
Keyes New 
Ladd Newberry 
Lennoot Nicholson 
Lodge Oddie 
McCormick Pep~er 

NOT VQTING;-45. 
Borah Frelingbnysen.. Norl'ia 
Cameron Gerry Owen... 
Crow Harreld Pa-ge 
Culbersom Ha.vrison ~ttmanf 
Cummins Heflin Poindexter 
Dillingham Hitchcock Ransdell 
du Pont King Reild 
Edge La Follette Robinson 
Elkins l\fcKell;u: Smith. 
Fernald Myers Spencer 
Fletcher Nelson Stanfield 
F~nce- ~or beck; Stanwy 

Shields · 
Simmons 

Phioos • 
Rawson 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Sutheclapd 
Townse_nd 
WndBwortil 

ax:nen 
W:itson, Ind. 
Wi..lli.s.. 

Suirlillg
Swa;nSQn 
Tnunmen· 
tr oder.wood 
Walslq Mass. 
WaJ.s.b Mont. 
Watsnn1 Ga. 
W~ller 
'W;ill.iam..a 

So Mr. S'HEPP-ARD's amendment to-the amendment of' the com
mittee was rejected. 

Mr. SHlllPPARD. l now• m..ove: to strike out; the remainder 
or the l}ai:agraph. as reported by the comm.itteij, aJUh to insert 
the language which. I sen,d to the desk, th.e remaindeJT of tl1e 
paragraph after the words " ad vaJ.orem," on. line 4. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, iR that motion in.er.der? 
'J:he PRESIDING OFFICEa The last amendment propesed 

by the. Senator fl:om Te:x:as does not affect. t.b.e pi::ev.:ious. aaiend
ment, and the amendment of the committee i~ now befoi:e the 
Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator can offer that. amendment after 
the committee amendments are agreed to. 

Tbe PR.ESID:Qm OFFICER The question is .on. the a.mend.~ 
ment proposed by the committee on page 32 line 3. 

The amendment wa.s agi;eed to. 
The-AssISTAIS'T SECBETABY. The Se.na.tor from Texas now pro

poses, after the. words. " ad valo.i:em" and after the semicolan 
on line 4, to sttike Qut the remainde of tb.e paragraph. all 
down to and including line 12, and to insert, in lieu. thereof the 
following words : · 

So-called quarries- or q11arrJt tiles, 20 p-er centi ad vaJooem ; mantl!lS, 
friezes, and articles of every descriP.ti..on or pai:ts thereof, coml)QSed 
wholly or in chief value of earthenware tiles or tiling, except gill tiles, 
30 per cent d valor,em. · 

Mr. SHEPPARD; That is the. existing la-w; and' on that 
amendment I ask fe>1" the yeas and nays. 

Mr SMOOT. Technically, of course, the- Senator can not 
off~r th-a·t amendment at thi:S time; ' 

Mr. SHEPP.ARD. Why not?• 
lli. SMOOT. Because o-f the- faet that there are a number 

o:f items stticken out that are in the bilt and there is no amendi.. 
.;nent on the· part of the committee to those items, and the com
mittee- amendments ai·e to be considered first, but after the 
committee amendments are disposed. of the Senato~ c~ off'ei: his 
amendment. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Would that be held to be an amendment in 
the third degree? 

.l\k. SMOOT. L d(} not-mean n.ow ; I mean after the committee 
amendments.in the whole-biH· are-agreed to. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President--. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does. the Senator from Utab 

yield t0i the Senatar from .Arizona..? 
Mr. SMOOT. I do. 
l\lr .Ai,SJtlliJRST. l do. ru>t W3Jltl to discuss the amendment, but 

I simply want to find out the parliamentary status. A unani-
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mous-consent agreement, then, has been entered into ·to consider 
c·ommittN' nme1ulmcnt;; first, has it? 

1\lr. :::;~100'1'. Y<-~-
1\lr. ASHURS'l'. ..lud it would not be in order to attempt to 

amenu tlie text? 
Mr. 81\IOOT. Not until the committee amendments are 

agree<l to. 
1\lr. ASHUHST. But, of course, even under that agreement 

the Senator is at liberty to mo-rn to amend the committee amend
ment . . 

Mr. SMOOT. 011, certainly; but that is not what the Senator 
is doing. Tile Senator is striking out, for instance, · " mantles, 
friezes, · arnl articles of every description, or parts thereof.'' 
There is no amendment to that. 

Mr. ASHURST. Oh, I see; he is striking out the text. 
Mr. SMOOT. Ile is striking out the te:xt and substituting 

the existing law. 
Mr. ASHURST. But he could mo-re an amendment in order 

on line 5 and line 9. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. ASHURST. And all of lines 10, 11, and 12. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. As to the rates, that is true. 
Mr. SHEPP ARD. As the Senator says, technically, of course, 

the amendment can not be offered in the shape in which I have 
offered it; but in order to present the issue I ask unanimous con
sent to offer it in that way. If that is not granted, I will sim
ply move to amend the committee amendment by substiuting 
" 20 " insteau of " 50." 

l\Ir. SMOOT. I think the best way to do is to proceed under 
the unanimous-consent agreement, as we have on all of the other 
paragraphs that haYe been disposed of, and of course when 
the committee amendments are disposed of this amendment can 
be offered. I think it would be better to follow that course in 
this instance, too. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The11 I ask to have the next committee 
amendment stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment of the 
committee will be ta ted. ' 

The next amenument of the committee was, in paragraph 
202, relative to tiles, on page 32, line 5, to strike out "38" 
and insert in lien thereof "50," so as to read: 

Valued at more than 40 cents per square foot, 50 per cent arl •alorem. 

1\lr. SHEPP ARD. I move to amend by sub tituting " 20" 
for " 50," and on that I ask for the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
1llr. POMERENB. Before the -Yote is taken I desire to say 

that I was out at my dinner while a part of this paragraph was 
pas.·ett over, or perhaps was being considered. and I want to 
ask one of the Senators in charge of the bill a question with 
regard to thE: earlier part of the -paragraph. On page 31, line 
23, after the words " so-called quarries or quarry tiles," are 
the words "red or brown, and measuring seven-eighths of an 
inch or over in thickness." Why is thi amendment limited 
to the two colors, red and brown? 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. The reason for that is that if we do not make 
it red or brown specifically, then artificial colors could be put 
in and simply take a higher rate because of the artificial color. 
The red and the brown are the natural colors of the clay, and 
that is all we want to go by. 

i\Ir. PO MER ENE. They are the natural colors of certain 
clays. They are not the natural colors -of all clays. 

1\fr. SMOOT. That is true. · 
. l\fr. POMERENE. I was not expecting the matter to come 
up at this particular time, but some months ago some people 
came to talk to me about this subject, and ruy impression is 
that that was one of the objections to the amendment. It 
picks out the tiles of certain concerns which manufacture the 
red or brown tile, when there may be other varying colors. 
The color of the tile when it is finally burned depends in large 
part on the chemical elements which are in the clay, and why 
they should make special favorites of those who manufacture. 
either red tiles or brown tiles when there might be intermedi
ate colors I have not been been able to comprehend. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. If the Senator will wait just a moment I will 
call his attention to a decision which was made upon this very 
point. 

I\lr. POl\IEitE.XE. If this matter has not already been passed 
upon, I shoulll like to have it go over until I can haYe an oppor
tunity to examine my fil~. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator makes the request, of course I 
will not object, but will consent to let it go over for the present, 
until the Senator can get his file. 

i\lr. POi\IER&°'\"E. I will not be able to do that to-night. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. We can take it up the fir. t thiug in the 
morning. • 

Mr. POMERENE. · I will try to ha Ye that doue. 
Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that the vote by 

which the amendment on page 31, line 23, was agreed to may 
be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection 1 The Ohair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that that amendment be passed over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over. The 

question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Sen
ator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD], on page 32, line 8, to the 
amendment of the committee. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered and the roll will be called. 

The Assistant Secreta1;y proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. COLT (when his name was called). :Making the same 

announcement as on the last vote, I Yotc "nay." 
1\fr. FRELINGHUYSEN {when his name was called). I 

transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. 
W ALSlI] to the junior Senator from ~is. ·ouri [hlr. SPE-XCER l 
and vote " nay." 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). l\laking the 
same announcement as before as to my pair and its transfe r, I 
vote "yea." 

1\fr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). 
Making the same announcemeut us on the previous vote, I Yote 
"yea." 

Mr. JONES of Washington (when bis name was called). 
Making the same announcement with reference to my pair and 
its transfer, I vote "nay.'' 

Mr. LODGE (when his name wa · called). l\Ia.king the same 
announcemer:t as before in regard to my pair and its transfer, 
I vote "nay." 

Mr. NEW (when hi name was called). Making the same 
announcement as to my pair that I made on the previou. vote. 
I ;ote "nay.'' 

l\.Ir. WATSON of Indiana (when his name wai:; called). 
Making the same announcement as on foe last roll eall, I rote 
"nay.'' 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BALL (after having voted in the negative). I uuder

stand my pair, the senior Senator from Florida [l\fr. ~'LETCHER], 
has not voted. 

The PRESIDIKG OFFICER. That Senator ha, not yote<l. 
Mr. BALL. I transfer my pair to the junior Se11ator from 

Okla~oma [1\fr. HARRELD] and allow my vote to stand. 
Mr. ERNST. Making the same announcement as l>efore, I 

vote " na,.v." 
The re ult was announced-yea.· 12, nays 40, as follows: 

Ashuri::t 
Caraway 
Dial 

Ball 
Brandegcc 
Broussard 
Bursum 
Calder 
Capper 
Colt 
Curtis 
Ernst 
Fre linghuyscn 

YEAS-12. 
Harris Ove1·man 
Harrison Pomerene 
Jones, N. Mex. Robinson 

Gooding 
Hale 
John on 
Jones, Wa:sh. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
Ladd 
Lenroot 
Lodge 

NOT 

AYS-:-40. 
McCuml>er 
:llcKinley 
McLean 
l\Ic~ ·ary 
Moses 
Kew 
Newberry 
Nichoh;on 
Oddie 
Pepper 

VOTING--!-!. 
Borah France Nelson 
Cameron Gerry Nol' bPck 
Crow Glas~ Norris 
Culberson Harreld Owen 
Cummi.ns Heflin Page 
Dillingham Hitchcock Pittman 
du Pont Kin~ • Poindexter 
Edge La Follette P..arn~dP ll 
Elkin McCormick Reecl · 
Fernald McKellar Flmith 
Fletcher Myers Spencer 

So l\fr. SHEPPARD'S amendment to the 
was rejected. 

Sheppard 
Shields 
Simmons 

Phipps 
Rawson 
Sbortrid•e 
Smoot 
Suther·land 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Warren 
Watson, Ind . 
Willis 

Rtanfield 
Stanier 
~terling 
Rwansou 
Trammell 
Underwood 
WalRh, Mai; • . 
Wal.sh, 1\lont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Weller 
WilliamR. 

committee amendment 

The PHESIDING OFFICER. Tlte que.stion recur~ on the 
amendment proposed by tlle committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was, on page 32, lin~ 

8, to strike out " 38" and insert " 30,'' so a to 1·enfl: 
Except pill tiles, 50 per cent ad valorcm. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
'The next amendment of the committee was, on page 32, line 9, 

to strike out the words" brown in color, 3 cents per square foot, 
but not less than 20," and insert "brown, an<l measuring seven· 
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eighths of an inch or over in thickness, 5 cents per square foot, The PRESIDING OFFIOER. The understanding of the Chair 
but not less than 30," so a'3 to read: was that paragraph 201, fire brick, has been passed o er. -

So-called quarries or quarry tiles, red or brown, and measuring seven- Mr. ROBINSON. It was passed over, but no definite time for 
eighths of an inch or over in thickness, 5 cents per sqnare foot, but not its consideration was fixed. 
less than 30 per cent ad valorem. The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is true. 

l\Ir. POMERENE. This raises, perhaps, the same question Mr. ROBINSON. If anyone insists that it shall go over, I do 
which was involved before. I ask that the amendment may go not insist upon proceeding with it now. I merely announced 
ovE>r. that we are ready to go on•with it if tbe others are, but the 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to its going over. Senator from Idaho has stated that he wants to take up the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, this amend- matter again before the committee in the morning, so I presume 

ment will be passed over, and the Secretary will state the ·next that will carry it over. 
amendment. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The previous arrangement 

The neJtt amendment of the committee was, in paragraph 203, then remains unchanged and the item will be passed over. 
page 32, line 14, to strike out the numeral "100" and to insert l\Ir. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing to take up paragraph 8 
"one hundred" in italics. antimony, which was passed over, if the Senator desires to d~ 

The amendment was agreed to. . b 
The next amendment of the committee was, on page 32, line so, ut I wish to be frank with the Senator from 'New Mexico 

17, to strike out "17" and insert "20," so as to 'read: and say that I understood the junior Seoator ft:om Utah to 
ask that those items which had been passed over should not be 

Other cement, not specially provided ior, 20 per cent ad valorem. taken . up in his absence. I may be mistaken and the Senator 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I want to make a from New Mexico may be correct, bnt the junior ·Senator from 

statement at this stage of the procedure. We were notified on Utah specifically mentioned paragraphs 25 and 2G ;and w-anted 
yesterday that the bill would be taken up in a certain order, those two paragraphs to go over entirely until we take up the 
and I was furnished with a copy of that order. No one expected embargo. I understood that he wanted tht>se items which Jave 
we would go ahead and reach the earthenware schedule to~day. been passed over to go over until his return, but r may be mis
The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON] was prepared to taken. 
take up paragraph 201 and the Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEF- Mr. SIMMONS. lUr. President, as I understood the jonior 
PARD] paragraph 202 of the earthenware schedule, but no one Senator from Utah, be wanted the em't}argo que-stioh to go 
expected that that schedule would be reached to-day. 'We over, but I did not understand 'bim :rs asking that all these 
thought we would go ahead with the items which have been items should go over and await his return. 
passed over in the first schedule. l\Ir. SMOOT. Then I ask that we take up paragraph 7, am· 

l\Ir. SMOOT. 1\Ir. President-- monimn carbonate and bicarbonate. 
Mr. JONES of New l\fexico. I yield to the Senator from The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let us come to some under· 

Utah. din Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator from New Mexico stan . g about paragraph 203,, cement. Is the Ohair to under-
that the J'unior Senator from Utah ni.'"r. KING] had to go to stand that 'by agreement .the amendment on line 13, page 32, is 

L........ passed over? 
Chicago. He desired that the item should go over until his 
return. He made a special request to that effect. We can Mr. '-81\IOOT. No one has asked that that be passed ove . 
return to zinc oxide if the Senator is ready to proceed with The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the ·sen-
that. ator from New ~lexico [1\Ir. JONES] to ask that it be passed over. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I am ready to proceed with that Mr. JONES of New 1\fexico. That involves the question -of 
. item. Portland cement. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. I have no objection to returning to zinc oxide lUr. Sl\IOOT. No; not at all. Portland cement has notlling 
and proceeding with the consideration of that item. I will say to do with that amendment. 
to the Senator that the other matters were passed over because lUr. JONES of New l\lexico. Does not the amendment in lin~ 
of the request made by the junior Senator from Utah, who 17, page 32, cover Portland cement? 
stated that be had to leave the city, that he had an engagement l\Ir. Sl\lOOT. That is "other cements, not specially provicled 
in Chicago, and would not be back until Monday morning. for." On Portland cement a rate of only 5 CEnts per 100 pounds 

Mr. JONES of New 1'Iexico. I did not know that the request is proposed by the committee. 
applied to all the passed-over items. · I thought it applied only Mr. UNDERWOOD. But they are all in the. sam~ paragr"apb. 
to the dye embargo provisions and the duties on dyes and the The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
related items. • amendment in line 1.7, page 32. 

Mr. SMOOT. The junior Senator from Utah especially men- l\ir. SMOOT. And that does not touch Portland cement 
tioned that subject, but I understood him to say when he left at all. 
that he desired the items which had been passed over to go Mr. JO~TES of New Mexico. The whole matter ought to be 
over until Monday because_he could not be in attendance before discussed together before we decide upon that part of it. 
that time. If the Senator from New Mexico will take the re- Mr. SIMMONS. '!'hat is, other cements than Portland ce-
spon ibility and answer to the junior Senator from Utah ·for ment? 
the promise that was made to him, he can call up any item 1\fr. SMOOT. Yes. 
that he der.ires. 'Mr. SillMONS. When that amendment is voted upon, there 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I suppose there is no objection will be a motion offered, I suppose, to adopt the parag1:aph, 
to taking up the first paragraph of the second schedule then? wil.J there not? 

Mr. ROBINSON. The first paragraph of that schedule was '.Mr. SMOOT. Certainly; that is, the amendment is all there 
passed over because of the absence from the Chamber of the is in the paragraph which has not been agreed to. 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. GooDING]. The PRESIDING OFFHJER. May the Chair interject that 

:Mr. SMOOT. That "is co1·rect. it is not the practice in the Senate to move to adopt a para-
Mr. ROBINSON. That Senator is now present and if he is graph but merely to agree to the amendment in a paragraph. 

ready and desires to do so, I know of no reason why the Senate l\Ir. Slhll\IONS. So I supposed, the motion beiu.g simply to 
should not proceed with that item. agree to fl.le amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think the Senator from Arkansas' must have Mr. SMOOT. That is all. 
misunderstood the chairman of the committee. The intention The PRESIDING OFFICER. That, the Chair v,rill state for 
was to have a further hearing before the Committee on Finance the information of the Senator from North Carolina, is the 
in the morning. pending question. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The chairman of the committee did say Mr. SrMMONS. 1 understand what the pending question is. 
that the junior Senator from Idaho had presented to the 'com- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it agreed that that amend· 
mittee some matter touching the brick paragraph and had not ment shall be passed over? 
concluded it. He did not say when it was expected the matter Mr. SMOOT. No; it is not. 
would be concluded, but I think perhaps it is true that the Sena- Mr. SIMl\IONS. I will state the only reason why I ask that 
tor from North Dakota did not expect to proceed with the para- it be passed over. I am willing to go on with it myself right 
graph to-night. However, I am merely announcing that I am now, and ready to discuss it if the Senator from Utah wants 
ready to proceed with it, and if Senators on the other side are to discuss it. but I wish to say that the Senator from 'Nebraska 
ready there is no reason why we should not go ahead with it. · [Mr. IDTCHCOCK] bas been investigating the matte-r and desires 

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, ~ asked the chairman of the to discuss it. He is unfortunately unable to be here to-night. 
committee to give me a hearing on the brick paragraph to- , ]lr. SMOOT. .All the cement which falls under the amend
morrow morning, which he promised to do, and 1 would like to ment in that pa1·agraph is some special ·kind of cement, gen
bave the item go over for that reason. J eral1y with a trade-mark. It does not touch Portlana cement 



. 7264 COXGRESSIOX AL RECORD-SEN ATE . l\IA_y 19, 

at all. _ It iuvolYe~ cemen t.3 i n li t tle cans, with trade-marks, or 
some ~vecial kind of cement . 

l\lr. SIM"MOXS. What are the cements used for which are 
inclmled in the amendment? 

Mr. ·sl\lOOT. Does tbe Senator mean those "not specially 
proYided for"( 

Mr. SDil\IO~S. How are they designated and what are they 
used for? I know Portland cement and, Roman cement are 
u~ed in hom.:e building and rnad con~truction. 

:i\Ir. Sl\IOOT. These cement are used more as pipe cements 
than anything else. They are higher priced, and they are gen
erally put up in little packages, although some are not. It 
has no more referenee to Portland cement than cement has to 
lime. 

l\lr. Slill10XS. I ~ uppose tbat is true. It is not Portland 
cement and it is not Iloman cement. .I do not know exactly 
wlrnt it is. I do not know the u e of it. I do not know the kinds. 
For ome reason I take it the Senator from Xebraska [Mr. 
HITCHCOCK] ha some ubjl-!ction to this amendment. 

l\lr. SMOOT. He might haye 8ome objection to the rate of 5 
cents a pound ou Portland cement, but that is not up for discus
sion at this time. 

:L\Ir. S:DUIOXS. ~.\nd tlte Senator probably knew tllat it was 
not up for discussion, bec.-ause tile committee only changed the 
numerals " 100 ,. to the words " one hundred." There could be 
no objectiou to that. I as ·urue the other item is the only matter 
the Senator from Kebraska intern.Ls to discuss. Howe,·er, if the 
Senator frow "Gtah <le~u·e -· to take it. up in his absence I have 
nothing to say. · 

l\lr. S)100T. This is all tllat I would suggest--
1\lr. SHL\10~S. I notice that the Senator from _Utah has 

been very liberal in putting over matters for Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber who do not happen to be here to-night 
or whose convenience will be advanced or promoted by putting 
the item..; over. · 

~fr. Sl\100T. i\lr. President, that is not a fair statement. 
Mr. Sil\IlIO ... ' S. I withdraw it if tile Senator thinks it i!!! 

unfair. 
_ 1\lr. SMOOT. I requested a moment ago, and the Senator 

must lurrn heard me. tba t all of this paragraph should go over 
on the request of a Democratic Seuator, and I am perfectly 
-willing that it shall g-o over. 

1\Ir. SIMl\IO~S. I withdraw the staternent if the Senator 
·ea~-. it is unjust. I did not llear him when he made that re
que t. If tfte Senator from "Gtah is going to get angry, of course 
I -will ha-re to v.-ithdraw it. 

l\Jr. SMOOT. I am going to ay this much further to the 
Senator, that if we act upon this amendmeut to-night, which I 
hope we will, be<.:aul:)e it does not amount to auything-I am re
fE>rring to tlu~ amendment we have up now-and if the Senator 
from Nebraska " ·hen he returns wants to 011en up the item for 
discussion I sltall ask unanimous consent that the -vote by 
which the amendment was agreed to shall be reconsidered, and 
the Senator then can make any kind of statement upon it he sees 
fit, jus t as if it bad never been acted upon. 

The PRESIDIKG OFFICER. The Ohair under tands the 
Senator from Utah to object to the unanimous-consent request 
to pass o-rer tltis amendment at the present time. T11e question 
i upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the committee. 

l\Ir. Sll\11\IONS. Mr. President, I do not propose to di cuss 
this item to-nigllt myself, but I offer an amendment to reduce 
the amount i::<pecifiecl in the committee amendment from 20 per 
cent to 10 per cent. 

The PRESIDI~G OFFICER. Tlie amendment proposed by 
the Senator from North Carolina to the amendment of the com
mittee will be stated. 

The ASSIST..ll'T SECRET.A.RY, On page 32, line 17, in lieu of the 
numerals " ~O " propo ·ed to be inserted by the committee, the 
Senator from Korth Carolina propose.-· to insert "10," so as to 
read: 

Ot her cement, not specially provid~d for, 10 per cent ad valorem. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend• 

ment proposed by the Sena.tor from :Korth Carolina to the com
mittee amendment. 

i\Ir. Sll\11\IONS. I a ~k for the yeas and nays on the amend
ment. 

The veas and nays were ordereu, and the Assistant Secretary 
proceeded to call the roll. ... · 

l\Ir. BALL (when his nallle was called). l\laking the same 
announcement as on the previous vote with reference to my 
pair and its transfer, I vote "nay." 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN ( when his name wns called). Mak
ing the same announcement n ~ before, I Tote "nay." 

Mr. HARRISOK (when his name was called). l\Iaking the 
same announcement as on the previous vote, I vote " yea." 

~Ir. JO?l.~S of Washington (when his name was called). 
1\Ia.kiug the same announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

Mr. :XEW (when his name was called). l\.Iaking the same 
announcement as on the previous vote, I -vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. W .ATSON of Indiana. l\Iaking the same announcement 

as heretofore, I ,-ote "nay." 
l\Ir .. COLT. Making the same announcement as heretofore, 

I vote "nay." 
l\Ir. CURTIS. I am requested to announce the following 

pairs: 
The Senator from Arizona [Mr. CAMERON] with the Senator 

from Georgia [1Ir. W .A.Tso~]; 
The Senator frol.ll Vermont [~Ir. DILLINGHAM] with the 

junior Senator from Yirgiuia Plr. GLASS]; 
The Senator from New jer ey [Mr. EDGE] with tbe Senator 

from Oklahoma [.:i.\Ir. OWEN]; and 
The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STERLING] with the 

Senator from South CaTolina [~fr. SMITH]. 
The result was announced-yeas 12, nays 42, as follows: 

YE.AS-12. 
Caraway 
Dial 
Barris 

Harrison 
Jones,!\. Mex. 
O>erman 

Pomerene 
Robinson 
Sheppard 

NAYS- 4::?. 
Ball 
Brandf'gee 
Bronssa1·d 
Burs am 
Calder 
Capper 
Colt 
Curtis 
Ernst 
Frelinghuysen 
Gooding 

Hale 
JBhnson 
Jones, ·wash. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
Ladd 
Lenroot 
Lodge 
Mr. C'ormick 
Mccumber 

NOT 
Ashuri;;t Fletcher 
Borah France 
Cameron Gerry 
Crow Gia s 
Culberson Haereld 
Cummins He1lin 
Dillingham Hitcllcock 
du Pont Kin.,. 
Edge Ln Follette 
Elk.ins McKellae 
Fernald Myers 

McKinley 
McLean 
l\lc:Xary 
Moses 
New 
Newberry 
Nicholson 
Norl>e.ck 
Ofld ie 
Pepper 
Phlpps 

VOTING-42. 
'el~on 

Norris 
Owen 
Page 
Pittman 
Poindexter 
Ran ' dell 
Reed 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stanfield 

Shlelds 
Simmons 
Gnderwoocl 

Raw. on 
ShortridgP 
Smoot 
Sutllerland 
Town send 
Wad ·worth 
\Varren 
Wat:;on. Iud. 
Willi 

Stanley 
StediBg 
Swan on 
Trammell 
Wal h, l\fa ,_l'l, 
Wal h, Mont. 
Wat on, Ga. 
Weller 
Williams 

So tl.te amenclruent of ~Ir. 
ment vrns rejected. 

Sn.n.IONS 1.o tlle c:ornmittee amend-

The PRESIDI~G OFFICER. .The question recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 
. 1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. ~~r. President, I propose to detain the 
Senate but for a moment in reference to the pending paru
graph. I stated the other day that JtVhen the present law was 
written an earnest effort was made by tho~e who drafted the 
bill to provide so far as possible untaxed material for the build
ing of the homes of America ; and I pointed to · the fact that 
in wi·iting that bill shingles and lumber had been :put on the 
free list; that the tax on paints had been very greatly lessened; 
and that on almost everything else that went into the homes 
or into the schoolhouses the tax had been entirely removed or 
greatly reduced. 

I realize that those who believe in a protective-tariff system 
see no reason why there should be discrimination in favor of 
the citizens when tadff taxatioR. is levied or in the purposes for 
which it is levied. That is the distinct line of demarcation 
between those who believe in the character of law that is now 
on tlie statute books and those who frame a protective-tariff 
measure. 

Of <.:ourse there is only one amendment now pending to this 
paragraph, as the Senate committee agrne with the House of 
Representatives in reference to Portland, Roman, and other 
hydraulic cements. The only amendment which the Senate com
mittee have proposed to the paragraph as it came from the other 
House is to increase the tax on cements other than Roman, 
Portland, and other hydraulic cements. I must say that the 
item on which the committee have increased the tax imposed in 
the bill as it came from the other House is of minor importance; 
but that is not true as to the item in which they agreed with the 
House bill and left a 5-cent tax on every 100 pounds of building 
cement which is introduced into the United States. 

Under the agreement as to the consideration of this bill the 
amendments proposed by the Committee on Finance must be 
considered before there is any opportunity to offer amendments 
as to the remainder of the schedule. So, Mr. President, we are 
prevented from making any motion in reference to this im· 
portant item except as to a minor subdivision; but, Mr. P1·esi· 
dent, the proposed duty on Roman cement and Portland cement 
shows how far the majority members of the committee may go 



1922: CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. 7265 
in trying to protect special interests in this country when such 
protection is absolutely unnecessary. 

Everybody knows that the great equation inddent to the dis
tribution of cement. is .transportation; that the cost of making 
cements is a minor consideration compared to the cost of trans-
portation. • 

I recall that at one,time when I was a Member of the House 
of Representatives the' question of building the great Roosevelt 
Dam near Phoenix, Ariz., arose. The project had been agreed 
upon and the appropriation was made, or the money had been 
allocated for that purpose ; but when the engineers of the Gov
ernment started to build that dam they found that all the 
cement manufacturers in the United States had entered into a 
combination and fixed the price of cement, for they knew that 
a.n immense amount of cement was going to be used in the 
construction of that dam. They put up the price on the 
American people and on the Government and on the home
steaders in the Salt River Valley, who ultimately had to pay 
for the dam. The railroads also at the same time put up their 
cost of transportation. The result of the concerted move on 
the part of the manufacturers of cement and the railroads was 
that the Government engineers went to the site of the location 
of the dam and there easily found a cement rock; and, instead 
of paying the exorbitant price that this combination proposed 
to impose on the Government, the burden of which ultimately 
would have been imposed on the farmers and homesteaders of 
the Salt River Valley for the cost of the dam, the Government 
built its own cement factory to make cement merely for the 
purpose of building the dam, and scrapped the factory whe• 
the dam was built, thereby saving one-half the cost or the 
amount which otherwise they would have paid for the cement. 
There is hardly a State in the Union that has not cement rock. 
The cost of preparing the rock for the manufacture of cement 
is not great, but the real question is one of transportation. 

Mr. President, there may be a few points at the borderline of 
our country where the foreign manufacturer of cement may 
cross and compete with the American manufacturer just across 
the line, but it is only within a very narrow margin; yet, in 
order to protect those few individuals, those few places right 
along the borderline-for the foreign cem~nt on account of its 
weight and the freight rate can not enter .the country to any 
distance-the Committee on Finance now proposes to take 
cement off the free list, where it is now untaxed, and put a tax 
of 5 cents per 100 pounds or $1.10 a ton on every ton that comes 
through the customhouse. Of course, there will be very little 
come through the customhouse; but this proposed legislation 
will build up a wall to allow the cement manufacturers within 
the country to level tribute to that extent on the American 
people. The proposed tax is not necessacy. Keeping cement 
on the free list would not destroy. an American industry. The 
imposition of the tax is not going to protect labor; it is nothing 
in the world but an effort of the Finance Committee to try to 
collect money from the pockets of the mass of the people and 
to take that money and put it into the coffers of the few special 
producers of cement. 

There is to-day no more important article to the home life 
and business life and hygiene of America than cement. Millions 
of tons of it go into the roads over which the children are trans
ported to school in automobiles. 

l\Ir. Sil\11\IONS rose. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the Senator from North 

Carolina in just a moment. ' 
The works in every drainage district are made with cement ; 

cement is the fountlation of almost every house; the lining of 
wells to protect them from infection is now made of cement, 
and not of brick. Now I yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have just gotten some data here that I 
wish to furnish the Senator in connection with the argument 
he has just made. 

In 1920 I find that there was produced in this country 
100,000,000 barrels of cement, the unit value of which-that is, 
the barrel-was $2.02. When the war began it was selling for 
about 85 or 86 cents. The imports in 1920 were only about 
half a million barrels. In 1921 the imports were only 120,000 
barrels. The ~xports in 1920 were 2,985,807 barrels. The per
centage of imports to domestic production is just about one
half of 1 per cent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not have an opportunity to see 
the figures before I started to make my discussion, but I know 
that what the Senator has just said is ·true, because I examined 
1t years ago-that the imports coming into this counh·y amount 
to one-half of 1 per cent and the exports about equal the 
imports. 

l\lr. Sll\fl\IONS. No; the exports for 1921 were 1,181,024 
barrels. The imports were only 121,000 barrels; so the Senator 
will see that it is eight or ten times as much. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Ob, yes-121,000 barrels. Then, the 
imports do not eqlial one-half of 1 per cent-not nearly-and 
the exports are as much · as 1 per cent of the ..!.merican pr9-
duction; so that the exports going out of this country excee~l 
the imports coming in several times over, and yet all of them 
are infinitesimal in proportion to the American production. 

l\Ir. SBnfONS. Nearly ten times over. 
l\lr. UNDERWOOD. A hundred times. The American pro

d1iction is more than a hundred times greater than the imports. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Oh, yes; several hundred times greater. 
l\fr. U:!\."DERWOOD. So that if you are going to have any 

tariff at all to produce revenue for the Government, you can not 
disturb that situation without damming out all of it. The re
sult is that except possibly at some little corner of the United 
States not a barrel of Portland cement will come into this coun
try, and yet you are going to erect an impregnable -n-au, behind 
which special interests may flourish to levy their tribute on the 
foundations of the home, the cellars of the people, the great 
roads of the country, and every other useful enterprise that 
needs cement. 

Mr. President, I suppose it is utter folly to talk to the gentle
men who have charge of this bill with the idea that they will 
change their language one iota; but if there is any tax in this 
bill that is not justified from a revenue standpoint, because it 
will produce only an infinitesimal amount of revenue., or from a 
protective standpoint, unless somebody along the borderline has 
to be wet nursed in order that honest competition can not come 
in in connection with him, it is this paragraph of the bill. 
There is Qo justification whatever for it. 

Mr. ~fcCUMBER. Mr. President, I want first to correct one 
statement made by the Senator. He says that the committee 
has increased the duty. The House bill called for a duty of 
17 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. U:l\TJ)ERWOOD. The Senator will please put me cor
rectly before he starts to correct me. I said that you bad in
creased the duty over the present law. This article is on the 
free list under the existing law. 

Mr. 1\IcCUMBER. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what I said. 
1\lr. :McCUMBER. I desire to state, howernr, that compared 

with the House bill we haye reduced it, so that it is not -:!Ven 
half of what the House bill wou-ld be at 17 per cent upon the 
American valuation. . 

I desire to say further, Mr. President, that this affects only 
th~ production along the Canadian line. It probably will not 
affect the price at all at other points in· the D'nited States. 
Canada h61-s a duty of 11 cents a hundred ; and if the American 
along the Canadian line desires to ship cement into Canada he 
must pay 11 cents for every hundred pounds, while uuder tllf' 
present law the Canadian would ship into the United States 
freely. Of course, neither of them will ship -very far on ac
count of the freight rates; but it does affect, and affect disaLl
Yantageously, the American producer along the Canadian line. 

The duty is a very small one, and I think it should b·e sus
tained. 

Mr . . POl\fERENE. l\fr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from North Dakota a question. What duty is charged by the 
Canadian Government? 
. Mr. McCUl\fBER. Eleven cents per hundred pounds. 

l\fr. POMERENE. That is against the importation of our 
cement? 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. Portland cement; yes. 
Mr. POMERENE. I notice that in the Summary of Tariff 

Information which is presented here this significant statement 
is made: 

The bulk of the increase-
That is, since the armistice-

is Canadian cement from plants located near the border. The Canadian 
industry is expanding and will be of increasing importance in the 
domestic market. 

But this is added : 
Most Canadian plants operate at a disadvantage, howe•er, since fuel 

must, in most cases, be impo11ted from the United States. 
That is the situation with regard to cement. I simply want 

to add this further statement: 
Cement is produced all through our section of the country, and 

I do not know of what particular benefit this tariff would be to 
them. Of course, like everything else, if they can get a tariff 
I assume that they want it. 

Mr. Sl\-IOOT. Mr. President, just for the RECO-BD, I want to 
state the reason for the Government bl.1ilding a cement plant 
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at 'the Roosevelt Dam. The Senator 'from Alaba:ma, I think, 
wrrs a Men'iber of 'the House then, and l was ·a Member of the 
Senate. It was :fignted that the 'freigl1t rate on the cement 
'from the neal'est factory that could 1'urnisJ1 the cement to that 
dam would amount to more than .ftle building ·of the whole 
plant. 

Mr. UNr>ERWOOD. 'I will . say to the Senator that what I 
sa'id I said advisedly, because I was on the committee that 
acted on the question, and I IJmow that ·we had hearings, and 
it was shown there tha't the cemen't opera.tors had gone "into 
a combination and put 'the price up on the 'Government, and so 
bad flle railroads. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not disputing't:hat, 'because I do not know 
.anything about the com:bi'natian df the cement indUstty ; ho.t I 
know that it was shown that the railroad freights a:1one on the 
cement from the closest cement factory ·to 'the Rooseve'lt Jl)am 
would ha'Ve amotmtell to more than 'the 1bu'ilding of a cement 
-plant, and of course it was a vf!r"y 'splehdid thing 'fO'r the Gov
e1'Ilment to do. 

1\11·. UNDERWOOD. Certainly; and that 'being the case, 
showing that thls question is governed 'by freight rates, -your 
committee, where there is 'no necesSity to put th'is in he're to 
protect an American industry throughout the country unless 
you wa'ht 'to 'Pia~ 'favorites r-ight ·on the bortler, tnit it in here 
so that they may have this to hide bMind. 

Mr. SM00T. The Senato'!' is 'ri-ght as 'far as 90 l'>er cent of 
the ·cement wanufacturm.·s in the United States are concerned, 
and perliaps moTe ~han that. rt is oli.Iy a question here of the 
people al1mg tne border ln Canada. That 'is all that will ever 
be affected. · 

Ur. UNlYElRW-OOD. Yes; just a ·rew 'favorites here. 
Mr. SMOOT. i do not 'think 1;hey are 'favO'rites. '.P think it is 

a condition that exists; and, of course, they can have a cement 
factory in one place from which we can ship cement into Canada 
because of 'the freight rate. The Senator is right on the ques
tion of cement; it is a freight question. Some of th.it cement 
is manufactured in some of our cities and shipped into Canada, 
'With a duty ·df 11 'per celit. Why? Not because Canada can 
not furnish it, 'bu't because of the fa<;t that the 'freiltb.t rate is 
more than the 11 per cent itself to the -point at w'hic'h they want 
to use the cement. -

M:r. ROBINSON. Mr. President, i•efening to the statement 
made by the Senato'l' ftom Alabama [Mr. UN'DERWoon] as to the 
condition of the cement 'btt!3iness at the time of the constl·uc
tion of the Roosevelt Dam, much ·e'Vidence exists to estabiish 
the conclusion that that condition has not materially changed. 
The ·cement business 1.s controlled by an organization of the 
industry which constitutes a monopoly. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. 'CALDER] this morning put 
into the RECORD a portion ·of tile report of a legislattve investi
gating committee in that Sta'te touching housing conditions, 
commonly known as the Lockwood committee. That commit
tee in its intermediate report discusses a't some length, on page 
86, What it designates as the C"ement combination. 

The Lockwood carnmittee deela'res that 'throughout the east
ern -:Iistrict of the United States, and in fact thtoughout the 
entire conntry, the business is conttofled ·by what is known as 
the Cement l\.Ianufacturers' Protective Association. The eastern 
·branch of the bnsiness, it is stated, is in the hands of 19 manu
facturers who are associated under tlle title of the Cement 
)fanufacturers' Protective Association, the largest producers 
being the AtJas Cement -Co., the Lehigh Portland 'Celllent Co., 
and the Alpha Portlaitd 'Cement 'Co. It is stated in the report 
to which I have referred that the aggregate business of 'the 
group just mentioned exceeded 50,000;ooo bai'rels per year at 
the time of the investigation. 'The eastern organization was con
nected by the most intimate aifiliation and exchange of detailed 
information with two other organizations in different sections 
of the country. The report set forth that at fixed times these 
groups, representing the various -sections •of the United States, 
exchanged ·an the information or data which they possessed 
concerning evel"y 1transaction i':n the business, the result of 
which was to bring about uniformity of trade . conditions and 
uniformity of prices throughout the United States; and 'that 
combination is designated by 'the committee as one of the .most 
:flagrant and dangerous monopolies in 'the building industry. 

The ·committee report 'proceeds to detail the manner in which 
this combination was effected and ea:rried out. 'It stai:es : 

A complex reporting system for the purpose of controfiing prices 
maintained by i:be eastern association required each member to make 
a .daily report to the association o'f a11 lbuS:imis.s done 'bY that member. 
These reports were exchanged daily between all t-he ·melllbers of the 
organization, each being obliged to report on a fortn card every contract 
closed. These oa'l·ds were mimeographed and immediately sent to every 
-other member of 'the organization. Besides 'this daily disclosu~ -and 
exchange of the business of each other to each and all of the others, 
.the association issued bulky quarterly printed books or bulletins speci· 

fying every contract 1natle by each member · for ·Speoifl.c jt>b wonk with 
all the details of the contract. Eaoh of the three •associa'tiun:s covPYing 
various sections of the country had the same sy~tem and excha:ngl!d 
such information: · 

A comparison •of !the voluminous quartet1y-yeai'ly rllpotts -sllctWs 
-absolute uniformity of p1ice in a"Dy gtve:n period. There wl"re ide 
fluctuations in the price of cement between 1915 and 1919 but it 
fluctuated constantlf upward, and when there were ,price '<!hl:Olges 
they w.ere uniform an/J instantaneous 'with l\)lllhE!matical pl'ecisitm. 

The testimon-y of fl1e vice '{lresident of one ·of the ·compariies 
in the comrrinatiO'n rknown as the 1Cement Mmmfa:cturers' ·Pl'o
tective A'Ssociation, namely, the vice presi:llen't 'Of ·file '.klpha 
'Pottland Cement :co., touching ·upon the ·point of unffol'tttity 
of p1'ices, made this statement quoted in th.e Lock-wood -report 
at page 87: 

I don't lmow of ·arry 'Variation between the price of my closest com
petitor anll myself to the ©..'tent of 1 cent a ballrel at HDY 'time ·n 
tlwo years. 

illhat declaration •of fact ,is conclusive evidence fil:lat the Odn
dition described b-y the Sena:tor from Alabam.a as 1e:X!ist1ilg ome 
time .ago- was •true as to conditions ·a:t the time this committee 
made its in-vestigation and submitted its ~eport. ::It -shows c<Jn.
elusively that 1tbe cement ·business is controlled :nbsolutely;, both 
as to tr.ade conditions and 1pdces. 

The Lockwood committee r.epor-t proceeds:: 
The uniform advances in the market price of cement by this cO'ln· 

bination and the Clates of 'Changes in pr'ice ar~ shown by •reference 
'to the manufacturers' pr·ices in New York City up to November ':1., 19201 which ·were as 'fo'Ilows. 

Now, listen to these figures relating to .prices of cement, 
and the uniform and very great adv.ances beginning with J anu
ar.x 1, 1920, when the price per barrel w.as $2.65. The ·p1~ice 
,per barrel on "the respective dates is stated as follows: 

!i~ilhi:-
9

=~=:====================~=================== $~~ ·ii June if8 -----------.---------------------------------- 3. '65 
July 13 ---------------~----'---------------------------""-- 3. 90 
October 4 -----------------------------------------------~ 4. 09 

Mr. DlAL. Mr. President--
The P'.RESIDING OFFlCER (Mr. 'FRELINGHUJYSEN >in tbe 

cpair}. Does the Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator 
fl.·om South Carolina'? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield. 
Mr. DIAL. Does the Senator mean that that is .the av:enage 

.price, or did it all go up at the 'Same time? 
Mr. RO:SINSON. I mean that according to this record ·they 

all advanced at the same time. To quote the -language of tlle 
president of the .Alpba P<>rtland Cement Co. : 

I do not know of any 'Variation between the price of my rciosest icom
'petitor and mysert to the extent of 1 cent a barrel at any time in two 
years. 

l\fr. DIAL. It sounds very much like a cons:Piracy, does it 
not? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Beyond any doubt, if 't!hat evidence 'is to be 
·accepted as reliable, it is a tl'ust Within the meaning of the 
'Sherman antitrust law and ouglft to 'be proceeded against under 
that -statute. 

Mr. DIAL, Mr. HITCHCOCK, and Mr. CALD'ER rose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan

sas yield ; and if ·so, to whom? 
Mr. ROBINSON. I yield :first 'to the Senator from South 

Carolina, who rose first. 
Mr. DIAL. Notwithstanding all that, the United 'States Gov

ernment is ane of the latgest consumers of cement, indirectly, 
through the States in building bridges and constructing high-
ways. · 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; it is. 
Mr. DIAL. Om· taxes go vet'y largely for those activities. 
rur. 'ROBINSON. To pmsne the suggestion which the Sena

tor from South Carolina has just made, public works -which re
quti-e the use of Porfland cement are in p'rocess o'f construction 
t'hroughout the United States on behal'f of States, counties, and 
other governmental subdivisions. 

l\Ir. DIAL. .And the National Government contributes and 
helps "pay for it. 

M:r. ROBINSON. I yield now 'to tlre Senator from Nebraska. 
l\.1r. H:iTOBCOCK. l\:1r. 'P-resident, evidently the Attorne'y 

General's office takes the same view as that taken by the Sena
tor from Arkansas, that ·there is a Cement T'rust. l notice by 
the New York papers tlrat that trust has been ·on trial 'for the 
last :fiv~ weeks, and the case is now nearing its conclusion. Tlle 
hea1·ings were c1osed yesterday, and the ai:guments .are ,proceed
ing to-day and to.:morrow. -In view of the fact tbat the legal 
de);)artment of the Govm:nment, acting upon 'the statistics whic'h 
the Senator 'f'ron1 Arkansas has read, has preceeded to prose
c-o.te tb'is Cement T1·u-St as a criminal conspiracy, i woUld lilrn 
to know of some member of the Finance Committee why the 
committee is recommending to the Senate the establishment of 
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tLis high tariff ou th-2 product-the legal branch-of the Govern
n1ent prosecuting the conspiracy for robbing the American peo
ple, an<l the legh;lative branelt deliberately proposlng to raise 
a tariff wall around the country so as to give it a better oppor· 
tun it~-. 

l\fr. OALDE . Mr. President--
The PltESIDING O.l!'FICEU. Does the Senator from Arkan

sa -· ...-iel<l to the Senator from New York~ 
~l~·. H( BIN-SON. I yield. 
)fr. U..lLDER If the Senator will pardon me, I was going 

to <:all his attention to the fact just mentioned by the Senator 
from Nebraska that those men were indicted by a Republlcan 
di~trict attorney in New York, and are now being tried. In 
further ans\Yer to the statement just made by the Senator from 
Nebraska, I want to call hi attention to the fact that these 
increases in prices, beginning, as the Senator from Arkansas 
has indicated, early in 1920, stiep by step, step by step, until 
they increased 100 per cent in one year, all occurred in the 
period when cement was admitted free of duty. It occurred to 
me that the fact that cement' was free did not ha·rn the effect 
of bringing down the price. 

:\Ir. IlOBIXSON. In reply to that tatement I will say· to 
the , 'enator from New York that ought to suggest to his mind 
that if these conditions exi.sr his party should not put a pre· 
mium upon the cop.duct of this trust by raising a tariff wall 
so as to prevent the possibility of importations of material 
quantities of cement into the United States in- competition with 
the products of the trust. ~ 

l\lr. CAHA WAY. Mr. President. would it not suggest itself 
ahw that if this trus't is able to control prices and raise them 
when the product is free, it needs no protection? 

::\Ir. ROBINSON. Absolutely. I have not concluded my dis· 
cus,.ion of the fa<.:ts which I am producing in an attempt to 
show that this association i:- a trust I intend to ubmit some 
conclu ·ions. 

l\lr. CARA WAY. May I say just one more word? 
Mr. ROBINSON. I yield with pleasure. 
Mr. CARAWAY. I know this is truet at least in our section, 

that not only do they agree upon prices but the territory is 
pareeled out, and you can not buy in one section where low 
pricefl nrny be quoted _if you do not belong to that territory; 
and the road commissioners in Arkansas have been unable to 
purchase from people in some other ection than their own. 

l\lr. ROBINSON. Not only is the statement just made by 
my colleague true. but if a purcha er of Portland cement or 
other cement for use in the construction of the highways has a 
controversy ·with the company from whom be purcba e , he 
can not purchase one pound of Portland cement from any other 
company until he adjusts that controversy to the satisfaction 
of Ute other party to it 

l\Ir. HARRIS. Mr. President, I want to remind the Senator 
frorn Arkausas that this is not the first time they acted as a 
trust. In the Roosevelt administration, I believe it was, either 
tbe Bure1:1.u of Corporations or the Department of Ju tice ilrves
tiga ted them and found that they were acting as a tru t. 

!\Ir. ROBJ:\SON. To proceed with some further evidence on 
which thi::; committee based it8 concluaion that the busines is 
trust <.:ontroJled, I want to bring to the attention of the Senate 
two regulations which were adopted by those controlling the 
organization, for the purpose of enabling the trust to know at 
all t imes what stocks were on hand and what uses were con
templateu for the same : 

(1) Dealers were allowed an adv nee supply equal only 15 days. 
(2) Where a contractor required cement for a particular job be was 

required to execute an agreement that the cement delivered would be 
used only for the purpose specified in the contract and on · that particu
lar job. If any cement remained after the job was completed, he was 
under obligation to rt>turn it, so that by no possibility could a stock be 
surreptitiously accumulated. 

So we haYe the evidence tLat the dealers in cement and their 
organizations require the mutual exchange of all information 
respecting contracts and prices; that when one dealer raises 
the price all other dealers simultaneou ly do the same thing. 
and that the net result of the combination during the year 1920 
was to almost double the price of this expensive material. 

:Mr. POl\lEHENE. l\fr_ Prei-:ident. i thi8 a part of the i1er
feetly balanced tariff .Jaw al)l)ut which we ba\e heard :;:o much 
this afternoon? 

l\Ir. ROl:H~SON. l\fr. Pre8idenc, I wonder what ort of a 
conscience an individual must have to justify the imposition of 
a tariff for protective purpo.se~ on the products of thi.-; gigantic 
trust? I wonder by what mental proce~s a protective tariff cnn 
be justifie<l !n honest conviction, whether one be a Democrat 
or a Hepuuli<.:au, when the cirC'um.stances surrounding the in
du ·try exist which are diselosed in connection with cement. 

The conimitteet further proceeding, reported : 
In order to further enforce compliance with these provisions by the 

purchase, the association maintained a vigilance system with a staff 
of inspectors throughout the territory to check up the supply on hand 
at the various dealers and the uses to which their stock had been put. 

When public sentiment became aroused and the manner in 
which this industry was controlled and conducted was discussed, 
particularly in the city of New York the dealers announced 
that they had suddenly abandoned their former practices which 
had proved so obnoxious to the public. But the Lockwood com
mittee went into that question and reached the conclusion that 
in spite of the protestations of reform the combination con· 
tinned to operate in other· forms, notwithstanding the fact that 
in the meantime its members have been indicted. 

The tax on Portland and Roman cement in this paragraph is 
5 cents per hundred pounds, or $1 per ton. How do you justify 
the imposition of any tax for the protection of this trust. 
controlled product? Throughout the United States this com
bination is levying tribute from every road district, from every 
home builder, from every bridge builder, charging excessive and 
extortionate prices. The outrageous extortion in the State of 
New York almost produced a revolution there. Thousands of 
people homeless, the construction of buildings sus:>ended, busi
ness throughout the country suffering interruption consequent to 
that condition, and yet the Senate is asked to levy tribute 
upon the American people for the benefit of men aod combina· 
tions of men who violate and defy the laws of the United 
States and of the States of the Union. 

Mr. POl\lERENE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan· 

sas yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
~fr. ROBINSON. I yield. 
Mr. POMERENE. It perhaps may add a little to th~ illu

mination of the subject if I were to give to the Senate some in· 
formation which came to me to-day. 

In the State of Ohio there have been built up to date about 
5,100 miles of paved highway throughout the State. That 
means the equivalent of one road from New York through Ohio 
to San Francisco and back nearly to Columbus, Ohio. A large 
part of these roads are made of brick with a concrete base. 
~fany others are made of cement. During the past year or two 
Y~ry bi~ter complaints have been made because of the very 
high pnces that must be paid by the State or the county, as 
the case may be, for road-building materialt a large part of 
which is the cement which tbe Senator from Arkansas is 
discu~ sing. 

I suspect our friends who talk about this bill being for the 
benefit of the farmer will be able to demonstrate how it is 
going to benefit the farmer to have this increased price in the 
ro~d-building_ material of the countryt a large part of _which is 
paid by assessment upon their farms or by taxes collected either 
by the State or the county or the Nation. 

hlr. ROBINSON. l\Ir. President, the condition described by 
the Senator from Ohio in that State is similar to those in the 
State of Arkansas. For 10 years the road question was agitated 
there, until public sentiment became so overwhelming in favor 
of the construction of improved highways that the people, in 
the form of improvement districts, provided for the "Construc· 
tion of more than 4,000 miles of roads within the limits of the 
State. the greater portion of them being hard surface and the 
principal part also contemplating the use of large quantities 
of cement. That condition is quite general in nearly all the 
States. 

Auout the time the war began the States in the South and 
Southwest moved forward as if in one-enterprise for the con
struction of hard-surface roads. The people had come to know 
that rapid and permanent progress without them was imprac
ticable, if not impossible,. For every mile of road that has been 
built and for all highways that are now under construction 
throughout the United States excessive prices have been paid 
and are being charged now for cemeJ?.t. This will continue, in 
all prol>ability, whatever may be the provision in this bill, but 
it i astonishing beyond my comprehension that the Senate 
of the United States should be requested, should be urged, to 
put a protective tariff upon a trust-controlled product, and thus 
fasten more securely upon the public its iniquitous power. 
Where is the justification for it in law, in common sense, or 
in morals? 

1\lr. DIAL. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator a ques
tion, if he will yield to me. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield gladly to the Senator from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. DIAL. The Senator will recall that Congress appropri· 
ated about $17,000,000 with which to build new hospitals to take 
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care of sick and wounded ex-soldiers, and ~ a · large. part Of· the 
expense involved, in that consti:uction will. of CQurse,. be . cepient. 
Does not the Senatot.· tllink the tariff will help keep up the 
prices in the United States .at the expense of the wounded and 
disabled ex-soldiers, because the construction of the buildings 
wbich are provided foi: in the act, as the Senator ·will recal~ 
must be fireproof? 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; the Senator is correct. Not only is 
cement used in the construction of highways and private homes 
but in many public buildings, including hosi;titals 'constructed 
under the order of ·Congress for the benefit of sick and wounded 
ex-service men. This trust has levied a tribute · of millions of 
dollars against the Government of the Uhitro States. We are 
imbecile enough-I will not say: mean enough-to consider put
ting a premium upon the outiawry·of the agencies which, while 
plundering the citizens and home builders of the land, dishonor 
the flag and the Government it symbolizes. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, the· Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD], it seems to me. in his statement this evening 
touched the point better -than anyone else. A-s I recall it, he 
said that the transportation· question was the most important 
one affecting the price of this commodity. I believe that is so. 
The greater the distnnce necessary to carry the article the more 
it costs the consumer; the priee goes up· accordingly, of course. 

I have-taken the-trouble to look up the price of cement quoted 
in the Tariff Information Survey, volume 2. I observe that be
ginning in 1900, when the tariff was 7 cents per hundred pounds, 
2 cents per hundred pounds more than the a.mount proposed. in 
the pending bill, the average factory price per barrel was $1.09, 
and the same in 1901, when the tariff rate was 8 cents. 

The price hovered along about $1 per barrel until· the Payne
Aldrich law was enacted, that much-defamed measure which 
fixed the duty ·at 8 cents per hundred pounds. Then the price 
of cement in this country, the average price at tbe mill, went 
down to ·85 cel}ts a barrel in 1908; in 1909 it was 81 cents; in 
1910, 89 cents per barrel ; in 1911, 84 cents per barrel ; in 1912, 
81 cents per barrel; and in 1913, $1 ·per barrel. Then it began 
to rise under the Underwood law, a law under which cement 
was admitted free of duty. It continued to rise until in 
1919---;--

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr: President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? · 

Mr. CALDER. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I presume the purpose of the Senator's 

argument is to show that the intention of the proposed duty is 
to lower the price of cement. 

Mr. CALDER. The rates then began to rise, and we find that 
in 1919· the mm price was $!.69: and in 1920, as the distin
guished Senator from Arkansas has pointed out, the price ran 
up to $4 a barrel, and still there was no tariff on .cement. 

Now, of course, these exorbitant prices were caused by a 
combination of the cement manufacturers. In New York State 
a . Republican legis1ature authorized the appointment of an in
ves_tigating committee, of which Senator Lockwood is chairman, 
a State senator coming from my old congressional district. It 
is true that we have a gentleman for counsel of the committee 
from the Senator's own party, doing a splendid job. 

What ·happened? As the result of the information unearthed 
by this committee we have been able to obtain information, to 
submit it to the Federal authorities, by them- to have it ·sub
mitted to a grand jury, and now we are trying in New York 
the men responsible for the high prices. It is true the Com
mittee on Finance has reported the bill imposing a duty of 5 
cents per hundred pounds on this article. 

:Mr. POJ\fERENE: l\Ir; President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

York yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. CALDER. I yield. 
Mr. P01\1ERENE. Do I understand that while. the good peo~ 

ple of New York are trying to put in jail the men to whom the• 
Senator from that State-refers, we are trying to reward them 
by imposing an increased tariff duty on cement? • 

Mr. CALDER. No; Mr. President, but through the activities 
of a Republican administration here in Washington and through 
the officials of the Department of justice in New York, we are 
trying to destroy the Cement Trust. 

However, Mt. President, ·the Committee on Finance propose a 
rate in this bill of 5 cents per hundred pounds on cement. The 
Senator from Ohio knows that a duty of 5 cents a hundred 
pounds on.cement will not affect its ptice in the-sUghtest degree. 
There are some manufacturers along the Canadian border, 
notably in Michigan and Wisconsin-not in my own State, for 
my State has not asked for this duty, nor have I advocated it-

where there are-. large cement. industries on this side of the 
border; a11d , others· on · the -Canltdian side. These . American com
palti.es,. I am. informed, are out of the combination who have 
asked for this: duty of 5 cents per hundred pc;mnds in order to 
even up the cost of manufacture between this country and 
Canada. That is the whole story. Any man o has studied 
the question, anyone. who knows anything about -the problem· of 
the manufacture and transportation. of cement, knows that the 
proposed duty will not affect the price in the slightest degree in 
the- building of homes. . 

Mr;, WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does- the Senator from New 

York yield to the. Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. C.ALDERl. I do. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ask the question of . the 

Senator. from· New York, because .he is a · contractor and is very 
much interested. in the housing problem. I understood the 
statement which was ·- put into the RECORD this morning, which 
was filed by· Mr. · Untermyer, counsel for .the Lockwood commit.· 
tee, to be to the effect that, in· 11is opinion, building materials 
are now selling for 50 per cent in advance of the cost of produc,. 
tion, allowing a reasonable profit to the manufacturers of such 
building materials. Is it the opinion. of the Senator from New 
York that that is a truthful statement as to the situation itt 
New York? 

Mr: CALDER. I do not know ·what the costs of manufactur
ing ·building material are• to-day, , but I should not be . surprised 
if in New York common brick are selling for double what they 
cost to produce~ I am·not. so well informed as to other building 
material.. · 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The statement of Mr. Unter
myer was that building materials ane selling. for 50 per cent 
in advance of the· cost of production; allowing. a reasonable 
'profit to the producer. Does the Senator from New· York agree 
with that statement? 

.Mr. CALDER. I said a moment ago that I agree to it in the 
matter of brick. I doubt. very· much, however,. if the statement 
is accurate · regard: to cement.. I think that the cement manu
facturers who are selling that product in our market are ob
taining a pretty good profit, but I doubt if they are getting 50 
per cent profit:, I •wilL say to . the , Senator from. Massachusetts. 

Mr. MeOUMBER. Mr. President, it never occurred to me that 
because this combination -0n cement was formed by some of the 
producers of Portland cement during the time of the Democratic 
free trade tariff that the Democratic Party or their policy were 
at all responsiblelfor that combination. Though it was brought 
about during the time that cement was coming in free; I want 
to acquit them of any complicity whatever in attempting, to 
bring about the combination: 

Neither do I . think the Democrats are justified. in. assuming, 
because we are asking for a rate. of 5 cents per hundred pounds 
in· order·to protect a class of producers of cement along the Cana
d.fan border,_ none of whom have entered into any combination 
whatsoever. so far · as the testimony shows, and who, for the 
most part are selling directly to the consumer, that we are 
endeavoring to further the interests of a combination. 

The evidence is undisputed that this little tariff rate of 5 cents 
per hundred pounds on cement will only affect the producers 
of cement who are along the1 Canadian border, mostly in :Mich
igan and west of that State, and who are in direct competition 
with. the Canadian producers. The. testimony received by us 
was to the effect that it costs somewhat more in the United 
States to produce1 cement than it costs Jn,, Canada. Then, too, 
the producers of American cement are cut off from the Canadian 
trade by reason of a tariff of 11 cents per hundred p-0unds which 
is· imposed on that article by the Canadian Government, while 
the people of Canada are exporting their product into the United 
States free of duty. 

The proposed duty will not affect the cement combination one 
way or the other. It will, however, affect a little strip of ter
ritory lying mostly west of the Alleghanies which is in direct 
competition with the Canadian producers of cement. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, the defense of this bill is 
remarkable to me. I thank the Senator from North Dakota 
for acquitting the Democratic Party of an attempt to aid the 
Cement Trust in any way, but it is very apparent that when the 
Democratic Party took the tariff off cement they did not intend 
to be guilty of going into partnership with the trust, and so 
they acquitted themselves when they accoillJ)lished that act. 
However, the combination• and understanding to put up the 
price of cement did not originate after cement was placed, on 
the free list; it existed befoi·e· that time. Perhaps it was not 
so hard and fast a combination as it is to-day, :Out I pointed 
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out awhile ago the operation of the combination at least 15 
years ago, if not more--at any rate, long before the present 
tariff law was placed on the statute books. 

The Senator from New York justified this proposed tn.x be
cnu e of the rising and falling of the prices. Of course, we all 
know that at . times when there is great building activity, 
when there is demand for cement to build roads 1lll over the 
country, and there is~ a greater demand generally for the 
product, the combination can put up its prices ; but in duller 
times, when there is not so much cement needed, when there is 
not so much construction going on in the country, the price 
comes down closer to the point of the cost of production. The 
very figures the Senator from New York has read in reference 
to the difference in the cost of production at various times 
show what an enormous profit the cement industry working in 
combination can reap from the American people. 

I have said that I realize that the conditions of this trade 
were governed by freight rates, and that is true; but there is 
a border line. The Senator from North Dakota in his eloquent 
remarks said the duty is only 5 cents a hundred l)Ounds, but 5 
cents a hundred pounds is $1.10 a ton. 

The cement manufacturers do not -expect to make their profits 
out of the tax; they only want to exclude from foreign compe
tition that territory in which the foreign cement may enter by 
paying the freight rates, thus giving the people of that section 
of the country the benefit of lower prices. Of course cement is 
a commodity which is carried at a comparatively low freight 
rate. I do n<>t recall the railroad transportation rates, but 
probably $1.10 a ton will cover the' freight rate for from 150 to 
200 miles from the border into the interior. I am not familiar 
with the freight rates, as I have said, ·but I know $1.10 would 
carry it to a certain extent into the interior and perhaps 150 or 
200 miles. That is probably as far as the competition could go. 
The chairman of the committ-ee so admitted a moment ago when 
he said, "There can be no competition except along the border, 
and we are simply establishing a freight rate, not in order to 
build up an industry, not to protect labor, but to prevent com
petition on the border." The border, however, is not -0nly on 
the Canadian line; the border is also at New York. I have 
heard of instances as far south as the CarO'linas where the ce
ment combination attempted to force high prices for cement, 
but, by reason of the fact that the local communities could bring 
in a few shiploads of cement, they forced down the price to a 
more reasonable :figure. 

Mr. SIMMONS. l\.Ir. President, I wish to say to the Senator 
that I am advised that in my State, where we are doing an 
immense amount of road building, the State having :voted 
$50,000,000 for that purpose and many of the counties on the 
coa t having voted from $LOOO,OOO to $2i000,000, the price of ) 
cement charged by the Ameriean p.rodueer was so unreasonable 

· that they sought to overcome that by purchasing abroad; that 1 

they did make a purchase abroad, .and in one contract sa'\ed a I 
half a million dollars. If we impose this · tax on eement. of 
coui·se, such relief against the exorbitant prlces of the Cement 
Trust will be gone. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. The Senator from North 
Carolina bas pointed out one instance where the people of bis 
State in building roads saved a half million dollars because they . 
coulu ·briug cement across the border. The same situation ap
plie · to New York, where the people are crying out against the 
thTottle hold of the trust, and yet the Senator from New York 
defends the proposal of the committee and says that he wants 
to wait until fie Supreme Court of the United States decides 
whether the members of the combination are guilty and shall · 
go to the penitentiary., but in the meantime he wants to lock 
the door against any foreign competition and let the cement 
manufacturers continue to-exploit the people of New York. The 
people of the Senator's State have found them guilty, and he 
has acknowledged that the verd'ict is a righteous one. 

l\1r. President, this is simply an instance of the way this bill 
is written, and it is admitted o.n the .floor here. There is no · 
evidence tending to show that the duty is needed because the 
product of a foreign country is produced cheaper than the com
modity is produced on American soil. There is nothing .said 
here showing that the tax is to be laid in order to protect 
American 'labor ; there is nothing here to show that if it were 
not imposed the industry would fail No; not at all; but we 
are told that some of the manufa.ctnrers of this product, for 
their own selfish interest, come before the Finance Committee 
and ask for a tax that will exclude foreign competition, and it 
.ts granted to them without question. That is how this ·bill has 
'been written. The door was open to those who wanted to ex
ploit the American people. They .are invited before tlw com
mittee and asked wbat prices they desire to levy on the neees-

sities of the .American people, and they are granted without 
question. · 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, let us see, first of all, 
what it is that the United States Tariff Commis..,ion report on 
the subject of cement; and having this report of the commis
sion before us, I am unable to see how any committee could 
consider for a moment the levying of any tariff. 

The United States Tariff Commission has this to say : 
Domestic plants produce almost 50 per cent of the world produc

tion of hydraulic cement. The United States was the pioneer in the 
develo1>ment of conerete construction_, and as a result domestic con
sumption of the material per capita 1s the highest in the world. 

Mr. President, you have not here the case of an infant in
dustry. You have · here just about such a case as when we 
discussed wood alcohol. Of all the production of hydraulic 
cement in the world, the United States produces one-half; and 
yet, in the face of that fact, we are asked J;tere to erect a Chi
nese wall around the country to prevent any importation what
ever of cement from abroad. 
lf this were a statement made in a partisan spirit, made in 

the heat of an argument, it might be discredited somewhat; 
but here is the calm, unbiased, nonpartisan declaration of th~ 
Tariff Commission that of all the hydraulic cement produced in 
the world the United States produces one-half. That state
ment was written when eement was on the free list. 

Now, let me read another paragraph from the report of the 
Tariff Commission : 

The United States ls independent of other countries for 'its cement 
supply. Domestic manufacturers have the advantage of cheape- fuel, 
and by the use of large-scale mechanieal units and labor-saving devices 
they have gone far toward eliminating the European advantage due to 
lower-priced labor. 

Yet we are asked to take cement off the free list and subject 
it to a tariff of something like 20 or possibly 25 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no. . 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator say what per cent 

it is? 
Mr. SMOOT. If it were $3 a barrel, that would be 200 

pounds, and 1 per cent would be 2 cents. Th~t would be 2~ 
per cent. 

Mr. CALDER. If the Senator will permit me, I believe a 
barrel weighs about 380 pounds, and with a duty of 5 cents a ' 
hundred pounds this would mean about 91 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but, I say, even if it were 5 cents for 380 
pounds, it i.s not 1 per cent. T.he Senator talks about its being 
25 per cent. -

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then I wJ.11 withdraw that statement. 
The committee has brought in so many 25 and 30 per cent tariff 
schedules here that I perhaps made an overhasty computation 
and figured that that was it; but it does not matter what ])er 
cent it is. It is on the free list now. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator had made that statement, I 
would have agreed with him., and I would not have interrupted 
hirrr. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am glad the Senator has corrected me. 
Mr. SMOO~. I thought the 'Senator would be. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is a crime to tak-e an article off the 

free list and subject it to any tariff whatever which must in· 
EWttably ra · se the price to the American consumer when Amer· 
ica bas shown, by her own experience in the course of many 
yea:rs, that she ean mak-e cement in competition ·with the whole 
world, .and for many years we ha v:e actually made ·<>ne-half of 
all the eement produced by all the nati<>ns of the wo-rld. 

Mr. President, some attention has been drawn here to the uses 
to which cement is put. Heretof-0re the ·senatm· from N01·th 
Dakota or the Senator from Utah, when we have mentioned 
one of these tariffs, has risen in his place and has called atten· 
·tion to the small quantity of the .article co.nsumed, and he has 
n.ssured us that on account of the small quantity of the article 
consumed we need not be disturbed over the tariff impoaed, be
eause it would IlQt necessarily affect very many people. iBut 
what have we in the matter of cement? We are in an age in 
which cement is used more than it •ever has been used before in 
the construction of our public buildings, in the constructimi 
-0f our bridges, in the construction of our great office buildings, 
in the aonstruction of our h-Ot.els, m the 'Construction -even :Of 
private homes, and, above all, in the renstruction of the good 
roads -of the country that the National Government and the 
State governments have gone into partnership in building. We 
are appropriating something like '$100,000,000 a year to aid the 
States o! the United States in constructing good r-0a<il..s, an<l a 
very large proportion of this expense will necessarily ·be in· 
curred by the purchase of cement, and yet we are -deliberately 
going to work her~, by a tariff on cement, to shut out all pojlSj,-
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bility of competition, for the obvious purpose of raising the If the Senator "\\ill yield to me for just a moment further 
price of cement to the American consumer. there was some discussion a while ago about the ad valorem' 

The Senator from New York [Mr. CALDER] has been active equivalent of this 5 cents a hundred pounds on Portland and 
in expressing the great need for promoting the housing industry Roman cement. The Senator from Nebraska made the state
of the United States, and yet he comes forward here as the ment that it was approximately 25 per cent, and the Senator 
supporter of a plan to increase the cost of every building in from Utah retorted sarcastically and indignantly that it was 
the United States. He stands now advocating.something which less than 2! per cent. Of course the ad valorem equivalent 
will tend to make rents higher everywhere in the United depends upon the price of Portland cement. If you take the 
States. price of Portland cement in 1914, before we entered the war 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. President, the Senator knows that that your figures were not very far wrong; it would be approximately 
is not so. The Senator knows that a rate of 19 cents a barrel 20 per cent. If you take the price of Portland cement at its 
on cement, which is 9! per cent, will not affect the price of peak, in 1920, when it was $5 a barrel instead of 90 cents a 
cement in the crowded centers of the country at all. He barrel, it would be 4 per cent; but the ad valorem equivalent 
knows, as the Senator from Alabama pointed out, that while of necessity depends upon the price of the commodity, and 
it might affect the price of cement 150 miles from the border, varies as the price fluctuates. But in 1914, I repeat, before 
it will not affect it beyond that, just as the Senator knows the United States entered the war, the price of Portland cement 
that free trade on cement had nothing whatever to do with was 90 cents a barrel, and the ad valorem equivalent of 5 cents 
fixing the price at $4.65 a barrel during 1920. per hundredweight at that price would be 20 per cent. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator flatters me. I do not know Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am not through with the Senator from 
as much as the Senator asserts I do; but I do know that within New York yet. He rose here and undertook to convey to the 
150 miles of the border of the Atlantic Ocean a great many Senate the impression that the price of cement had been ad
people live, and in the Senator's own State there are millions vanced while cement was on the free list, and therefore he made 
of people living in houses complaining of exorbitant rents; the implied argument that being on the free list increased the 
there are thousands of office renters in New York City com- price of cement. He argued here that the Cement Trust was 
plaining of the outrageous rents they are compelled to pay; formed during that period, while cement was on the free list; 
and the Senator knows that in the city of New York at the and when I showed him the :figures demonstrating that during 
pre ·ent time the cost of building is so exorbitant that even that period imports were practically negligible on account of 
the loan companies hesitate to make loans upon tile buildings, tile war, he advanced another fallacy. What was · it? Why, 
feeling that the cost is outrageous. he advanced the fallacy that we were not using much cement 

Ur. CALDER. And if the Senator will permit me, the during that period. Now, I want to convince the Senator what 
Senator from New York also knows that the exorbitant price of we were doing during that period. I ha•e the figures here, nnd 
cement to-day is at a time when cement is on the free list. I am astonished that as a builder he wa not aware of the fact. 

:Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am going to deal with that suggestion I will take the war period. I ask the Senator from New 
made by the Senator. I credit the Senator with ignorance as York to listen to this. In 1914 the production of cement in the 
to the reason, for I do not believe that he intended to misrepre- United States was 88,000,000 barrels. Not using much cement? 
sent the matter to the Senate. I credit the Senator with We produced in this country 88,000,000 barrels. During 1915 
ignorance as to the real reason why cement has been. high. we produced 85,000,000 barrels. During 1916 we protluced 
He has forgotten, apparently, that we have had a war, and 91,000,000 banels. 
that that war put a stop to our imports, and that the fact of l\fr. CALDER. l\fr. President--
cement being on the free list during that time produced com- l\Ir. HITCHCOCK. Not uow. During 1917 we producerl 92,-
paratively little competition from abroad. 000,000 barrels. During 1918 we produced 71,000,000 barrel . 

Mr. CALDER. Did. it stop the imports from Canada? During 1919 we produced 88,000,000 barrels. Yet the Senator 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will read the Senator the figures on says we were not using much cement during that period. 

imports. I have said that I have credited him with ignorance, Tlle Senator has been convicted of _peing absolutely wrong, 
because I could not believe that he knew the figures and de- both as to the import matter and as to the consumption matter. 
liberately stood up here to argue to the Senate that because l\fr. CALDER l\1r. President, the Senator stops at 1919, 
cement was on the free list we were nevertheless having com- when he pointed out that we imported $51,000 worth of cement. 
petition from abroad to regulate prices. He did not go to 1920, when the figures would have shown that 

Now let us look at what the figures are. we imported $1,230,000 worth of cement. 
The importation of cement in ·1910 was $587,000 worth. Mr. HITCHCOCK. I only stopped because the Tariff Com-
The importation in 1911 was $315,000 worth. mission report did not show any later figures, I will say to the 
The importation. in 1912 was $168,000 worth. Senator. If there are any later figures, I shall be very glad to 
The importation in 1913 was $124,000 worth. hear them. 
In 1914 the value of the imported cement was $163,000. Mr. CALDER. I do not charge the Senator's party with u e~ug 
The importation in 1915 was $132,000 worth. reponsible for the high price of cement--
Th~, the war being in full blast, the value of the imports Mr. HITCHCOCK. That was the c!ear implication from 

fell to '9,000 worth in 1916. what the Senator said. 
It fell to $2,000 worth in 1917. l\lr. CALDER Because there was free trade in C"'Iuent, IJut 
It fell to $6,000 worth in the fiscal year 1918. .... _ a. I do charge that during the time the Semi.tor's party was in 
It fell to $1.100 worth in the calendar year 191K control of the country the trusts, whicll reached great propor-
The Senator can see that there were practically no importa- tions, such as tile Ceruent Trust reached, were the strongest 

tions of cement during that period to regulate the price, and and mo t powerful and maue the greatest profit and violated 
whether cement was on the free list or subject to a duty did the law the most. Nor clo I charge that they were re pou J>le 
not cut much figure. for that altogether, l.Jecause I recall that during the year 1920, 

Mr. CALDER. The amount of cement used in the country when the lligh prices ol>tained to whic:ll the Seuator from 
fell off then because there were no building operations of any Arkansas referred-and this is fair in this discussion, for we 
importance during the war. are all desirous of getting information-because of a regulat:ou 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator is mistaken again. There 1 adopted by the Interstate Commerce Commi · ion, the cars 
were a great many military operations that required a great usually required for the hauling of cement were taken from the 
deal of cement. · cement manufacturers and were given to the hauling of coal. 

l\fr. CALDER. But not to be compared to what they were in The Senator will recall that we bad a coal strike at tllat time. 
1919 or 1920. Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator can make his argument in 

Mr. HI'ICHCOCK. I tell the Senator that there \Vere a his own time, but not in mine. I am here to make the argu
gi·eat many building operations. There were a number right ment, and I repeat it-aud I would like to have the Senator 
here, promoted by the Government, in Washington. The Gov- take his own time to meet this charge--tllat he sought to give 
ernment actually put money into the construction of cement the impression to the Seu.ate and to the country that although 
buildings, and encouraged manufacturing institutions to en- cement was on the free list, an<.1, being upon tbe free list, came 
large their plants with cement construction during the war. in here in destructive quantities, nevertheless, the price was 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? rising and a trust was being forruecl; and when I called his 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. attention to the fact that war practically put a stop to the 
Mr. ROBINSON. So great was the demand for cement dur- importations during that period-and he had to admit the 

ing the war that many road programs throughout the South had figures as I reud them from the report-he said, " Oh theee 
to be abandoned because the producers of cement could not was not much c-emeut b~iug used." -ow, I have shown him 
supply the material necessary in the construction of the roads. that there was just as much ceruent l>eiug used in the United 
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States during that period as during any other, only it was not 
being usM in the same way·. 

Mr. CALDER. But the fa.et remains that during the opera
tion of the last Republican tariff law, when the duty on cement 
was 7 and 8 cents per hundr:ed pounds, the price was low; in 
fact, one-half what it is to-day, when we are manufacturing it in 
large quantities and when it is coming in free of duty. 

Mr. GOODING. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MOSES in the· chair). Does 

the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
l\fr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 
l\lr. GOODING. I want to. say to the Senator tb.at I think 

he must agree that tbe tariff qu.estion affects but a small por-, 
tion of the cement which is used in this country. Owing to 
freight rates and the cheapness of cement, it can not reach 
from any given point to any great distance. I am quite sme 
that none of the intermoun:tain country, nor any other territo.ry, 
unless it is very close to the bordel" of' Canada, can be aftected 
by this tariff. Canada bas a rate of 11 cents against our 5 
cents. So it seems to me it would be unfair to the cement 
plants which can reach the Canadian market not to give them 
some protection as against 11 cents in Canada. I think we must 
agree that a 5-eent duty. on cement fr:om Canada can not affect 
the whole supply of cement in this country. Will the Senator 
argue that it can a.f(ect it? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 'l'he Senator gives his case away. The 
reason why Canada puts on a higher tariff than we do is be
cause of the increased co.st of fuel, which makes. it nwre ex.
pensive to p.roduce in Canada than in the United States. 

l\lr. GOODING. Not 6 cents mo.re. 
l\lr. HITCHCOCK. The Tariff Commissi-0n state in their re

port that it costs more to manufacture- in 'Canada than in the 
Un;ted States on account of the cost of fuel. The Senatoi: is 
met, futhermore, by the stern fact that during all these years 
a.n<l at the present time the United States is producing one-half 
o.f all thee cement in the world. and is exporting--

Mr. GOODING. That has nothing to do with it at all. 
l\lr. HITCHCOCK. And is exporting great quantities of 

cement to other countries. 
l\lr. GOODING. If the Senator will yield, I think that he 

will agre~ with me that the scale of labor is a little lower in 
Canada than it is ill America ; that labor is a little bit cheaper 
theTe; that the Canadians produce a Iittf.e bit cheaper all along 
the line. I merely want to see this question discussed in a 
spirit of fairness and intelligence, and the fact accepted by 
men of intellig·~mce; that is all. 

l\1r. HITCHCOCK. Wh-en a Republican comes to the point 
where he is willing openly to impose a tariff upon a trust
controlled article like cement, used in such enormous quantities 
for public and private purposes-to build highways, for which 
the people pay taxes ; to build hospitals, which must be built 
largely of cement; to build public buildings. which must be 
built largely of cement-when a Republican can bring himself 
to the point where he is willing to vote a tari1I for a trust 
whieh his own courts are prosecuting for violating the law by 
raising the prices to the ~rican people, there is no hope for 
such a Republican. · 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. Mr. Presid~nt, will the Senator yield to a 
Republican to ask unanim(i>US consent that when we close our 
session for this calendar day we shall recess until to-morrow at 
11 o'clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from North 

Dakota if be is not willing to begin the se.ssions at 9 or 10 
o'clock in the morning and stop at 6 or 7 at night? To-night we 
wasted about 40 minutes in getting a quorum, and we are 
wasting time coming here at night. We have had long speeches 
about subjects other than the ta.rift', and we had the same last 
night. I think we would do more work if we began earller. 
. The Senator said this morning, as an excuse for not meeting 

earlier, that the committee has meetings in the morning. It 
seems to me it would be better for the committee to meet at 
night. There are only four or five Republican members of the 
committee to meet, and it would be better to do that than to 
inconvenience the Senate and keep us here at night. 

I am willing to stay here all night. if necessary, but I am not 
willing to stay here and waste time, as we are doing to-night, 
and as we have been wasting time. We have had to wait several 
times to get a quorum, and I hope the Senator will let us meet 
earlier. I believe by pursuing that course he will get through 
with the bill much sooner than if we have night sessions. I 
wonder if he will not be willing to agree to that. · 
~- McCUMBEB. I do not think so. But let us meet to

morrow at 11 o'clock, and then let us see if we can not clo.se: the 

session at 6- 00..morrow instead of having an evening session. I 
feel positive that we shall d°' a little work to-morrow, perhaps. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is it the Senator's proposal to meet at 
11. tomo:rr&W, er at 10? 

Mr. M:cCUMBER. At 11 to,.morrow. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. (}f cE>u-rse, as I have said a number of 

times, the Sena.tor from North Dakota is in charge ef the bill, 
and there is. no disposih':on on this· side of the Ohamber to inter
fere with his fixing the hours he wants the Senate to, sit; but I 
believe that as much headway will be ma.de if we sit during day
light hours, andl eliminate midnight hours. Of course, however, 
that is entirely within the control of the Senator. We do not 
desire to throw any logs in his way in fixing the time of running 
the sesst.onsr. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I really hoped' it would result as the Sena
tor has. stated, but I have found that we really do- not get down 
to business until late in the d.ay. It is not unti1 between 5 and 6 
o'clock in the evening, generally-, that we get really to voting 
upgn an]' of tbe items. For that l'eason· I felt that we had to do 
most of our voting after about 5 o'elock .. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator said to-day that although 
it was sflatoo that there was no filibuster on this bill, he was 
satisfied there was. Of course, the Senat-Or is entitled to his 
own opinion. but he is mistaken about a filibuster. If we were 
really tilib.ustering on this bill, we would still be on the first 
paragraph of the chemical schedule. This iS- the easiest bill to 
filibuster, if we wanted to filibuster it, that I have ever seen 
come int0< the Congress, because of the number of amendments. 
But this side of the Chamber is not trying to prevent the pas
sage of the bill by dilato1'Y tactics. 

You <;ontrel the majority, so yo_u have a right to express 
your view to the country;. We merely have the right to ex
press ouu OJ)position, and! with a bill <>f this magnitude, in 
wbieh a great deal is iuvolved, it is· our uight and privilege to 
present omr viewpoint tD the country., and we know we can 
not do it ill a few days of debate. Undoubtedly there is going 
to be considerable debate on the bill, as there always ]).as been 
on a bill of this kind. 'Fh-e> average time a tariff bill stays in 
the Senate is two or th;ree months~ and we are going to debate 
this ene tho.uoughly. It is not a question of voting on the 
am~ndments. We ean vote on a hundred amendments in ba11 
a:n hour· when we get ready. but we are going to let the Ameri
can people know what is in this bill first, and when that is 
done, then if yoo have a majority of votes to pass the bill, 
you can do su. But whether we. meet at 11 and stay in session 
until 11 at night, or whether we meet at 11 and stay in session 
until 6, I do not think it will make much diiferenee as to the 
ultimate date when the bill is votecl on. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Before agreeing to unanimous consent, 
I would like to ask the Senator whether he intends to press this 
partieular amendment to a vote to-night? 

l\lr. McCUMBER. I do not want to hold the Senate any longer 
than 1-0 o~clock. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will say to the Senator that I would 
like to have the amendment go o:ve-r until to-morrow. I was 
caught by surprise in having it coma up this evening, and there 
are some matters· I Wll.Ilt to look into. 

Mr. SMOOT. This ma~ has been passed on once already, 
but I gave notice that if the Senatoi:: from Nebraska wanted a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the amendment was agreed 
to, I would ask unanimous consent for a reconsideration of the 
vote, giving the Senator an opportunity either to speak or to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The propo ition pending before the 
Senate has not been voted on. The Senator from North Caro
lina proposed! an amendment and that was voted on. The issue 
now before the Senate is the committee amendment, and that 
has not been voted on. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the committee amendment has been 
agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I took the floor when the com
mittee amendment was proposed, and it has not been voted on. 

·Mr. SMOOT. That may be. 
Mr. ROBINSON. A vote was had on. the provision we have 

been discussing, placing a duty of 5 cents per hundredweight 
on Portland and Roman cement ; but of course the Senator can 
move to reconsider it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the Senator is mistaken, be
cause when the Chair announced the vote on tbe amendment 
offered by tbe Senator from North Carolina I took the floor, 
and I do not think there has been any vote taken since. I ask 
the Chair to inform us as· to the parliamentary situation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The parliamentary situation is 
that there is an amendment pending, proposed by the committee, 
in paragraph 200. on page 32~ line- 17. 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the second amendment! 
The ·PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the second amendment. 
Mr. McCUMBER. In_ either event, I do not think it has 

much to do with the request that when we close our session 
to-day we shall meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is no objection to that. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have no objection to it, if there is no 

intention of forcing a vote on this amendment to-night. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da

kota asks unanimous consent that at the close of the session 
to-night the Senate shall take a recess until 11 o'clock to-mor
row. Is there objection 1 The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. -

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will say to the Senator that I am going 
to make a strong plea to the members of the Finance Committee 
to pass over this paragraph at least until we find out definitely 
whether this product is controlled by a trust. It may not be 
necessary to wait until the court reaches a decision in New 
York but I can not conceive that self-respecting Republicans 
want' deliberately to impose a· tariff for the benefit of a criminal 
outlaw. 

Mr. SMOOT: For the information of the Senator, I want to 
say that there is no amendment offered here as to Roman 
{;ement, and, of course, under the agreement we can not offer 
an amendment as to that until the committee amendments are 
disposed of. The only amendment there relates to si;>ecial 
cement cement not otherwise provided for; not hydrauhc ce
ment, ~ot Roman cement~ but cement that is carrying a tra~e
mark, put up in little packages and little bottles, used for pipe 
cement, having nothing to do with buildings whatever. 

Mr. ffiTCHCOCK. Mr. President, I have heard before that 
these are very little things, and that we are making a great 
deal of fuss about some small matter. The country is entitled 
to know whether this enormous product, which has such va
ried uses of a public and private character, involving t~atio~, 
involving the housing problem, involving the rent question, IS -
to be given a high protective tariff by this Congress and taken 
from the free list, particularly when the cement industry is 
practically controlled in the United States, when the United 
States makes one-half of all the product in the world, and 
when it is alleged in court that those who control a large part 
of the industry are engaged in a criminal conspiracy to rob the 
public. 

Mr. SMOOT. What the Senator should do, as I expect he 
will and I shall have no objection if he does, is to offer an 
ame'ndment to put Roman cement and hydraulic cement up?n 
the free list. However, there is no amendment in the bill 
touching that item at this time. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I propose to go further than that. I 
want cement on the free list. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Then, of course, the Senate will have to dis
agree to the amendment of the committee. 

l\fr. HITCHCOCK. That is going to be the issµe before the 
American people, whether the Congress of the United States is 
going to deliberately put on the tax schedule and take from the 
free list an article which is dominated by a trust. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is proposing to take something 
from the free list that has a patent name and for which they 
charge exactly what they please under the patent, and then say 
that it has an infl.nence upon t~Ie erection of buildings and upon 
the construction of roads. 

There are two items in the paragraph. One is controlled by 
patent or trade-mark in every instance. There is no reason why, 
under that condition, we should not get whatever revenue we 
can for such goods of that character as may come into the coun
try in competition with the product. But there is no question 
as to hydraulic cement and, in part, on that item I agree with 
the Senator. But do not let us try to disguise the question that 
is before the Senate at this time. We have been discussing 
things to-day that are not before the Senate at all. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is nothing new. 
Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly well aware of that. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. But we are going to get it before the ~o

ple. It is going to be before the Senate, and we have a right 
to get it l>efore the people. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have in my desk a list of the daily speeches 
that have been made and · the length of time that has been taken 
by the different Senators on subjects which have nothing to do 
with the tariff. If that were put in the record it would sur
prise every Se'bator, I believe, but I do not think it would be a 
very good record to be pointed to in the future. ~f ther~ were 
any one thing that would convince me that there IS a filibuster 
on it would be that record. 

EXECUTIYE SESSION. 
Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con

sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After .eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 

WAPATO IRRIGATION PROJECT, WASHINGTON. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R.. 9951) to 
amend section 22 of an act approved February 14, 1920, entitled 
"An act making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, and for other purposes," 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, and it was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the eighth paragraph of section 22 of "An act 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, and for other purposes," for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1921, pertaining to the collection of charges from landowners on the 
Wa{>ato project of the Yakima Indian Reservation, Wash. (~1 Stat. L., 
431), following the words "A.nd provided further,'' be amended to read 
as follows: 

" That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to collect on or before December 31 of each calendar year hereafter, in
cluding 1922, from landowners other than Indians under the said 
system the sum of $2.50 per acre for each acre of land to whlcb water 
for irrigation purposes can be delivered from the said system, which 
sum shall be credited on a per acre basis in favor of the land in bE>half 
of which it shall have been paid and be deducted from the total per 
acre charge assessable against said land when the amount of such total 
charge can be determined, and the total amount so collected, including 
any money collected from Indian allottees, shall be available for ex
penditure under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior for con
tinuing the construction work on the said system. 

" That nothing herein shall be construed to modify or release any 
charge that may have accrued prior to the year 1922 a.nd as to any 
unpaid amounts due for the years 1920 and 1921, the Secretary of the 
Interior, in his discretion, is hereby authorized to grant an extension 
of time within which such payments may be made for such time and 
upon such terms, including interest charges, as he may determine and 
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe: Provided, That 
no extension for the payment of any amount so due for the year 1920 
and 1921 shall in any event be extended beyond January 1. 1\J25." 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDRESS BY SENATOR FRANK B. WILLIS. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, I request that there be 
printed in the RECORD in the regular type an addre s delivered: 
by Senator WILLIS on the one hundredth anniversary of the 
birth of General Grant. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD in eight-point type, as follows: 
ADDRESS BY HON. li'RANK B. WILLIS AT BETHEL, OHIO, 2 P. M., APRlL 28, 

1922, UPON THE CELEBRATION OF THE ONE HUNDREDTH .ANNIVERSARY 
OJI' THE BIRTH OJI' GEN. U. S. GRANT. 

Senator Wrr..us spoke as follows: 
"It is a singular and interesting coincidence that Bethel was 

the home of the man who did more in his day to preserve the 
foundation of the Union than was done by any other man of 
his generation, and at the same time the home of the man who 
by his effort was to make possible the erection on that founda
tion of an enduring structure-an indissoluble union of in-
destructible States. • 

" Here the lives of Thomas Morris, the advocate and ex
pounder, and Ulysses S. Grant, the soldier and builder, were 
inextricably interwoven, and here to-day a grateful people in 
solemn pride pay tribute to the memory of two of their former 
citizens. Yet these mighty men, the gift of Bethel and Cler
mont County to the Nation, are too great in character and 
achievement to be circumscribed in the narrow compass of vil
lage, county, or State. Thomas Morris and Ulysses S. Grant 
belong to the whole Nation, whose freedom they had such a 
prominent part in preserving. 

" In yonder cemetery is a humble shaft bearing the in crip
tion: 

" Thomas Morris. Born January 3, 1776; died December 7, 1844. 
Aged 69 years. Unawed by power, and uninfiuenc~d by flattery, he 
was throughout life the fearless advocate of human liberty. 

''This inscription is an epitome of the life of Thomas Morris. 
His 20 years of service in the General Assembly of Ohio fur· 
nished constant exemplification of his unfailing, courageous 
devotion to free schools, free speech, free soil, and free men. 
His elevation to the United States Senate in 1833 gave larger 
scope and fuller play to his powers. Unawed by threats he 
battled on for the preservation of free government at a time 
when other great leaders were endeavoring to blow out the 
moral lights around them in a nation-wide effort to make 
slavery follow the flag. 

"The great triumvirate-Clay, Webster, and Calhoun-were a 
unit in demanding that the constitutional right of petition 
should be overthrown to the end that the shackles of slavery 
should be forever riveted on the Repµblic. Calhoun and Clay, 
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Wriuht and Preston Buchanan and Leigh, all leaders of the 
Sen:te, united in th'tmderous demand that not only the limbs 
of slaves but the minds and consciences of men should be 
shackled and tied and chained. Slu·ery was to be preserved 
and extended at any cost ; its opponents, feeble in numbers and 
influence, were denied the right of e\en having theh· petitions 
beard by Congress. 

" In this dark hour one •oice rang out in the Senate clear 
as a silver bell. It summoned the discouraged friends of 
freedom · to battle and sounded uncompromising challenge to 
any and all who for mere political advantage would enter 
into a ' covenant with death and an agreement with bell.' 
The speech of Senator Thomas Morris, of Ohio, delivered in 
the Senate on February 9, 1839, has never been excelled in that 
body in point of courage, logic, or far-reaching effect. It awak
ened a lethargic N'ation from the stupor of slavery; it saved the 
foundation on whlch Grant and his soldiers fought and won. 

" IDysses Grant and Thomas :Morri were brought together in 
another relationship eyen more intimate and int.eresting. Sena
tor Morris was a gTeat lawyer. There came to his law office 
an awkward country lad seeking an opportunity to study la~. 
Judge Morris took this man into his office and his home. This 
confidence was not rni~placed. The lad became lawyer, Con
gres man, general-the Hon. Thomas Hamer, long a resident of 
Bethel, who gave up his life in the Nation's servic~ at Monterey 
in 1846. 

" While Thomas Hamer was a Member of Congress, the father 
of Ulysses Grant applied to him for an appointment for his son 
as a cadet at West Point and through the good offices of Senator 
Morris thi application wa granted and General Hamer ap
pointed Grant to We .. t Point. A few days later the term of 
office of Thomas Morril'l as United States Senator expired and 
he went home, politically an outcast, repudiated by his own 
political associate~ because he had been the uncompromising 
foe of -slavery. Yet he fought long enough to save the founda
tion of constitutional liberty and to provide the leader who was 
to build on that foundation. 

" Grant began where Morris left off. The afterglow of great
ness casts a strange light on life and character and tends to 
obscure perfectly human qualities and to ascribe to their pos
sessor a meaning and significance as unwarranted a they are 
fantastic. Grant was a typical .American boy, reared in a good 
Christian home; he knew how to work and did \\Ork on farm 

. and in tannery, but it does not seem probable that he pleaded 
any harder with his father for opportunity to begin work early 
in the morning than most .American boys would do under similar 
circumstances or that he had to be cautioned by his parents 
against overwork. The fact is that throughout hi life Grant 
was inclined to be sluggish--be worked best under pressure-he 
was a ponderous machine that functioned in direct ratio to the 
size of the task to be done. The first 38 years of his life were 
not strikingly successful ; his first 11 years in the Army would 
ha•e been forgotten but for his later achievements. In 1860 
he was a clerk in a tannery at Galena, Ill., at the munificent 
salary of $600 a year; eight years later he was elected President. 
A crisis had come big enough to call out all his latent powers. 

"From Donelson to Mount McGregor the life of U. S. Grant is 
history-he .was part of the :Nation's life, and for a consider-
able period a very dominant part. . _ 

"Shiloh, Vicksburg, Chattanooga, Richmond. Appomattox were 
the steps by which he mounted the heights of military fame to 
take place alongside of Hannibal and Napoleon as one of the 
greatest captains in history. He was a common-sense com
mander-he relied m8re upon action tha~ he did upon J omini ; 
his theorv of warfare he summarized as follows : ' The art of 
war is siinple enough. Find out where your enemy is. Get at 
him as soon as you can. Strike at him as hard as you can, and 
keep moving on.' 

" Grant maintained from the hour he came to the notice of 
President Lincoln the unbroken confidence of that great leader. 
Had it not been for the stoic firmness of the President in sus
taining Grant in the Vicksburg campaign the outcome would 
have been doubtful. The President said of him, 'I can't spare 
this man; he fights.' Again he said, 'I rather like this man 
Grant; I think we will try him a little longer.' To Carpenter, 
Lincoln said, 'The great thing about Grant is his perfect cool
ness and persistency of purpose. He is not easily excited and 
he has the grit of the bulldog ; once let him get his teeth in, 
and nothing can shake him off.' 

"The great captain was always confident of himself; though 
modest and quiet. he did not underestimate his own powers. 
When one of bis generals in alarm reported, ' General Lee 
is on our flank,' General Grant coolly replied: 'Very well, 
then we are on Genetal Lee's flank.' In the darkest days of 
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1864 Grant said, 'I feel us e:ertain of capturing Richmond as 
I do of dying.' 

"His terse expressions as a leader are illustrative of his 
character. His reply to General Buckner at Fort Donelson 
was: 'An immediate and unconditional surrender; I propose to 
move immediately on your works.' Again, after a great dis
aster in the advance on Richmond, 'I propose to fight it out on 
this line if it takes all summer.' But while he was oak and rock 
in battle, he was generous as a woman and tender as a child. 
After General Buckner surrendered at Fort Donelson, General 
Grant remembered the friendly help given him by Buckner 
when he had been left penniless in New York. In General 
Buckner's own words describing the surrender he says : 

" General Grant left the officers of his own army and followed me 
with that modest manner peculiar to himself into t he shadows and 
there tendered me his purse. In the modesty of bis nature he was 
afraid the light would witness this act of generosity and sought to hi<le 
it from the world. . 

"The credit for the final success of the great campaigns in 
the East for the capture of Richmond must be adjudged by im
partial history to belong to General Grant. That Mr. Lincoln 
sought to interfere as little as possible with the military affairs 
after General Grant took charge of the Army will be shown by 
the followiiig letter : 

u WASHINGTON, April 30, 1864. 
"Lieutenant General GRANT. Not expecting to see you before the 

spring campaign opens, I wish to express in this way my entire satis
faction with what you have done up to this time, so far as I under
stand it. The particulars of your plan I neither know nor seek to know. 
You are vigilant and self-reliant, and (I put no) restraint or con-

~~a~~~u~r~f ~o:Y of~~~ !n~: trier~e!~x~o~:W~~!t s:~ feen:v:lJ~~;ef 
know that these points are less likely to escape your attention than 
they would be mine. If there be anything wanting which is within 
my power to give, oo not fail to let me know it. And now with a. 
brave Army and a just cause, may G<>d sustain you. . 

"Yours very n·uly, "A. LINCOLN. 

"And then when the last shot had been fired and the last drop 
· of blood slted, the great leader was magnanimous, kind, and 
generous. His treatment of General Lee and his army at Ap
pomattox did more than any other one thing to make the South 
realize that, after all, we were all citizens of the common coun
try, with a common hope and a single flag. Happily, now North 
and South are united, each proud of the heroism of the other 
and rejoicing in the achievements of the heroes in blue and 
gray-all Americans. 

" Lincoln's prophecy has been realized-
" Though passion may have strained, it must not break our bonds or 

affection ; the mystic cords of memory stretching from every battle field 
and patriot grave to every living heart and hearthstone all over this 
broad land will yet again swell the chorus of the Union when touched, 
as surely they will be, by the better angels of our nature. 

"The conquering hero said,' Let us have peace.' The memory 
of this patient, silent, courageous, typical American is one of 
the mightiest forces making for union and the maintenance of 
our institutions. 

" General Grant never sought political preferment. He was 
elev-ated to the Presidency in response to the people's demands. 
As President he was as courageous as he had been as general. 
When, following the financial difficulties of 1873, his own party 
lost its sense of proportion and passed the inflation bill to au
thorize an increase in the greenbacks to four hundred million, 
he bravely vetoed the action of the Congress, believing it to be 
a departure from the true principles of sound :finance. 

"Grant stood by his friends even to his own hmt. Some of 
them sought to use their connection with the old hero for their 
own personal profit. General Grant was loath to believe that 
any human being could entertain a motive so foreign to his 
own thought. When criticized because he stood by a friend 
who was under fire, Grant said: 

" The true test of friendship, after all, isn't to stand by a man when 
he is in the right-anyone can do that; the true test is to stand by 
him when he is in the wrong. 

"As he stood by bis friends, so he remembered his enemies 
in a thoroughly human way, and sometimes he castigated them 
mercilessly. It will be recalled that when it was brought to 
his attention that a certain prominent leader did not believe 
in the Bible, Grant said: 

" Certainly: not; he does not believe in it because he did no t write it 
himself. 

"The San Domingo scheme was criticllied bitterly at the time 
it was announced. Yet subsequent events have shown that 
Grant was not far from right in this matter. 

"'Vhile ·educated for war, he was devoted to peace; the 
treaty of Washington and the settlement of the Alabama claims 
was the first long step forward in the direction of arbitration 
and world peace. 

" The 'Vashington co:nference of 1921 was in no small degree 
an outgrowth of Grant's policy of peace and international good . 

• 
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will. American ships now sail unimpeded through the Panama 
Canal-Grant foresaw and planned it. His statesmanship was 
as farsighted as his generalship. Modestly, quietly, patiently 
he planned and executed. Great in war and official station, 
.he was majestic in private life. 

"' Imposed upon by trusted friends, the meager savings of a 
lifetime were lost in an hour and the old hero had to begin 
.over again to earn support for wife and family. Already fatal 
disease had laid its palsying hand upon him. Toiling 1lt Mount 
McGregor to finish his memoirs he looked death in the face 
without a tremor. He stoically wo1•ked on that he might pay 
his creditors and provide for those dependent upon him. He 
won his last fight and when the spirit fled a sorrowing world 
cherished the memory of this mighty oak whose falling left a 
lonesome place against the sky. 

"So lived and toiled and struggled and achieved this sturdy, 
upright, patient, modest, typical American, whose life is an in· 
,spiration and whose memory is a benediction to us all." 

RECESS. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate take a recess, the re
cess being under the order previously made, until to-morrow .at 
11 o'clock a. m. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 10 o'clock and 10-minutes 
J>. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Saturday, May 
20, 1922, at 11 o'clock a. m. · 

COl\1FIRl\IATIONS. 
Executive non/!ina.tions c<Yn;{i:rmed by the Senate Mav 19 (leg-is

lative day of April 20), 1922. 
POSTMASTERS • 

OALIFORNIA.. 

George A. Herdeg, Riverside. 
Je sica H. Wright, Sierra Madre. 

COLORADO. 

Grace M. Fawcett, Smuggler. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Edward A. Honan, Gaylordsville. 
LOUISIANA. 

Joseph H. Hebert, Addis. 
Levi P. Carter, Bunkie. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Ralph G. Riggins, Bridgeton. 
OKLAHOMA. 

Agnes L. Dillon, Geary. 
James M. Baggett, Tuskahoma. 
William C. Colvin, Westville. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Nellie Smith, Abington. 
Isaac H. Detweiler, Perkasie. 
John E. Showalter, Terre Hill. 
Charles W. Schlo ser, Waterford. 

TEXAS. 

George H. Sparenberg, Austin. 
R. Kyle Cross, Cumby. 
Richard T. Polk, Killeen. 
Benjamin F. Womack, Snyder. 

UTAH. 

Clyde A. Pons, Standardville. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Harry-1\l. Slush, Whitesville. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 19, 19~~

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Tl1e Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 
Our heavenly Father, in a changing w.orld Thou art a God 

who changest not. May Thy anchorage be our stay. Encour
age us in all our w.ays to 1ac1mowledge Thee. Help_ us to trust 
our Maker's love and our Savior's ransom. We breathe our 
confessions; witb considerate pity forgive :us. Do Thou always 
bow us the acceptable -excellence of life. Bless us with a 

growing appreciation of men, bis rights and his relationship 
to our institutions. In Thy name. Amen. 

The Journal ·of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

- DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 

The SPEAKER . . I expect to be absent to-morrow, and pos
.sibly on Monday, and 1 therefore designate Mr. WALSH as 
Speaker pro tempore until my return . 

BBIDGE ACROSS JIUDSON RIVER NEAR PEE.KBKILL, N. Y. 

Mr. HUSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration for the bm 
H. R. 11152, granting consent to the Bear Mountain Hudson 
River Bridge Co. to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Hudson River near the village of Peekskill, State of Ne 
York. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would lik& to state that in rec
ognizing gentlemen for unanimous consent as to the e matters 
the Chair has adopted the rule that that privilege was taken 
away from the Ohair and given to the House, and he only 
recognizes gentlemen in case of bridge bills, which constitute a 
kind of perfunctory legislation. The Ohair thinks the House is 
always glad to facilitate business of that kind, and with that 
in mind he recognizes the gentleman from New York [.l\lr. 
HUSTED]. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, the statement of the Ohair is 
with the idea that anyone having a bridge bill to be considered 
may go to the Speaker at any time and get permission from 
him t-0 ask unanimous consent to consider the bill. Now, it 
occurs to me that the rule the Speaker has adopted is a good 
one and must apply in cases of that kind only in case of 
emergency. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is glad that the gentleman ma1le 
the suggestion. The Chair has adopted that very rule, and it 
is only in case of emergency, and where they are awaiting 
the passage of the bill, that the Chair recognizes gentlemen 
for that purpose. The gentleman from New York is recog
nized. 

The Clerk will report the bill 
The Olerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 11152) to authorize the Beal' Mountain Hudson River 

Bridge Co. to construct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River 
near the village of Peekskill, State of New York. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. 'Before the objection stage is pas. ed, ~ 

would like to "inquire of the author of tl1e bill as to tbe reason 
why in this bill the time for beginning construction is ex
tended three years instead of the customary 1-year period, 
and the time for completion is extended flrn years instead of 
the customary 3-year period? 

:Mr. HUSTED. Section 2 of the bill provides that the act 
shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
therein authorized be not commep.ced within three years. As 
a matter of fact, they intend to commence construction imme
diately. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Under the general bridge act it provitl s 
construction shall be begun within one year and complete<l 
within three years, and there are many instances where, when 
consti·uction has not been begun within one year, that we pa. s 
revival acts, granting them further time. When I rea.d this bill 
and report it seemed to me rather peculiar that in the bill 
itself you should provide for the beginning of construction 
within three years. I thought perhaps it might be a specula
tive scheme, by which it was desired to float bonds before r al 
construction began. 

l\fr. HUSTED. No. I can assure the gentleman that is not 
the case. It is the intention to begin construction at once, and 
the financing has been fully completed,.contingent only upon 
the passa.ge of the bfil. · 

Mr. STAFFORD. There are some bridge bills thnt we 
scrutinize rather carefully in their pas age through the Hom;e. 
Those built across the l\fisSissippi River are in that cla s. As 
I recall, there is but one bridge across the Hudson River, tl1at 
at Poughkeepsie. Are there more? 

Mr. HUSTED. ~here is but one bridge across the IIucJRon 
River between New York and Albany, a distance of 150 mi1es, 
and that is a railroad bridge only. The bridge provided for in 
this bill is for automobiles and foot passenge1 , sometlting which 
is very much needed. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. How far above New York is tll.iR propo ed 
bridge to be constructed ? 

Mr. HUSTED. About 50 miles above tbe city of New York. 
It will cross the Hudson River ju t north of the YHlage of 
Peekskill, and will connect the east with the we~t bnnk near 
the big pavilion in the Inter tate Park, .about 3 miles below 
West Point. 

l\lr. STAFFORD. Is it to be a toll bridge? 
Mr. HUSTED. It is to be a toll bridge, but there are p1·0-

visions in the act whereby the intere ts of the State have bt->en 
carefully safeguarded. There is a provision that the State can 
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take it over at once for cost plus 10 per cent, and then at the 
end of short periods the State can take it over at practically 
cost less depreciation, and at the end of 30 years it becomes 
absolutely the property of the State free of cost. The estimate 
of the life of the bridge is appcoximately 100 years. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And the State has already provided le~is-
lation in regard to this construction? 

Mr. HUSTED. It has. 
l\Ir. STAFFORD. I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 11152) to authorize the Bear Mountain Iludson River 

Brid"'e Co. to construct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River 
near 

0
tbe village of Peekskill, State of New York. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to Bear Mountain Hudson River Bridge Co., a corporation incorporated 
by act of the Legislature of the State of New York approved March 31, 
1922{ its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate 
a br dge and approaches thereto across the Hudson River, at a point 
suitable to the interests of navigation, near the village of Peekskill, 
county of Westchester, State of New York, in accordance with tl~e pro
visions of an act entitled "An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters." approved March 22, 1906. 

8.EC. 2. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of 
the bddge herein authorized be not commenced within three years and 
complet!!d within seven years from tbl" elate of approval hereof. 

f'E<'. 3. That the rigbt to alter, amend, or repeal tbis act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Also the following committee amendment was read: 
Page 2, Ii ne 3, ~trike out the figures " 22 " anrl insert in lien thereof 

the figures " 23." 
The SPEAKER. The question i'5 on agreeing to the commit

tee amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of :Mr. Hi:;sTED, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was pas8ed was laid on the table. 
CHA~GE OF REFERENCE. 

l\lr. S'l'El:lNEllSON. :llr. Speaker, I move a change of refer
ence be made on the bill (H. R. 6339) from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads to the Committee on Claims. 

'The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recognize the gentle
man for that purpose. The Chair likes to be notified in ad
va::.tce before any such motion as that is made. 

~rr. STEE~"'ERSOK. A motion to change the reference of a 
bill'! I supposed that was the order of business after the read
ing oi the ,Tournal right now. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The Chair thinks in courtesy the gentleman 
ought to notify the Chair and the members of the committee 
befo1·e making a motion. 

)Ir. STEENERSON. We do not want this bill in our com
mittee, and I thought there would be no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Ohair thinks the gentleman ought to 
notify the Chair in such a case. 

?.fr. STEEir"~"ERSON. I certainly would have done so if I 
bad. becn aware of any such rule. 

The SPEAKER. There is no such rule, of course. 
l\Ir. STEENERSON. It was requested to be done by the 

gentleman from Texas [Mr. HA.IlDY]. 
~\Ir. GARNER. l\Ir. Spf'.aker, "ill the gentleman yield for a 

question? I would like to know if be comes within the rule. 
HP has not made a statement. If he is within the rule au
thorizing him to make his motion, well and good; but unless he 
comes within the rule, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. There is no right of debate. 
Mr. STEENERSON. I have no statement to make except 

that the gentleman from Texas wished this to be done. 
The SPEAKER. This is a private bill, and the gentleman can 

make a change of reference without any motion of the House. 
. Mr. GARNER. I~ is a private bill. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Oraveri, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representath·es was 
requested: 

8. 2853. An act for the relief of persons suffering damage by 
reason of proceedings for the condemnation of land for Camp 
Benning, Ga. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate num
bered 53, 54, 56, 58, 59, and 113 to the bill (H. R. 10329) making 
appropriations for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1923, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the am.endments of the Senate numbered 44, 47, and 61 to the 
bill (H. R. 11065) making appropriations for the Departments 
of State and Justice and for the judiciary for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1923, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Vice President had ap
pointed Mr. CAPPER and Mr. ROBINSON members of the Joint 
Select Committee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in 
the act of February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of Marcl1 
2, 1895, entitled "An act to authorize and provide for the dis
position of useless papers in the executive departments," for 
the disposition of useless papers in the Government Printing 
Office. 

SEN A.TI; BILL REFERilED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appro
priate committee, as indicated below : 

S. 2853. An act for the relief of persou · suffering damage by 
reason of proceedings for the condemnation of land for Oamp 
Benning, Ga. ; to the Committee on Claims. 
ENROI..LED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

l\lr. RICKE'l'TS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that on May 17 they had presented to the President of the 
United States for his approval the following bill: 

H. R. 4069 . .An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to t:5ell certain lands on the Wind River Reservation, Wyo. 

RIVER AND HARBOR AUTHORIZATIONS. 

l\f_r. DE:\IPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the ·union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 10766. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. Tbe gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAF

:FORD] will please take the chair. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 10766) authorizing the comtruc
tion, repair, and preser•ation of certain puhlic works on ri>ers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, with Mr. STAFFORD in the 
chair. · 

The OHAIRl\IAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the furtller consideration 
of the bill H. R. 10766, the river and harbor appropriation bil1. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. DEMPSEY] bas 22 minute 
remaining. 

Mr. WALSH. 1\1r. Chairman, the Clerk ought to report the 
title of the bill, should he not? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not necessary, although it has been 
the practice. · 

Mr. WALSH. I think it is necessary. 
The CHA.IRMA.l'l. Where is the rule that require it? I ask 

the gentleman from Massachusetts to cite the rule. 
Mr. WALSH. The rule provides that measures shall be con

sidered in the Committee of the Whole House on the state ot 
the Union by their title-not by their number. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tbe gentleman from New York is rerog-
nized for 2~ minutes. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
l\1r. GARNER. I understand last evening that general deuatc 

was exhausted and that we ~hould read the bill under the 
five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. There were 22 minutes remaining. 
Mr. GAU~TEH. Then that was an erroneous statemeut by 

the gentleman from Masachusetts [Mr. WALSH] that I read in 
the REcoRD this morning, that that was one reason why a point 
of order "as made that there was no quorum present, because 
there was nothing else pending before the committee . 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlPman from r·ew 
York yield for a parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. DE::U:PSEY. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH. I did not quite get the remark of the gentle

man from Texa '. The RECORD discloses that "the gentleman 
from l\lassachusetts" said, " There seems to be nothing further 
to do." I lrnd endeavored to get some time in which to ask 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. DUPRE] a question, and I 
was advised that all of his time had expired. 

1\fr. GAH.NER. Well, when the gentleman from Massachu
setts made the remark that there was nothing more to do I 
understood that the general debate had been exhausted and 
that we were ready to take up the bill under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. WALSH. ·Not at all. 

• 
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Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration 
is an attempt to take a step forward in the solution of the 
problem--

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
M:r. WALSH. What is the bill under consideration? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. The purpose of the bill is for the adoption 

of projects for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 
Mr. WALSH. That is the first time at thig session that that 

has been said about it. I am glad to have it in the RECORD. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DEMPSEY. It is a bill seeking to take a forward: step 
in the solution of the very serious traffic problem which con
fronts the United States. It is. needless to say that in ordinary 
times, in normal times, the railroads of the country, aided by 
the waterways in their present state and condition, are unable 
to handle the traffic which the country has. This is peculiarly 
true following the harvest, and the question is whether we can 
contribute to the solution of the very difficult problem of pro
viding adequate transportation facilities by improving our 
waterways. 

A few da:ys ago, when we had under consideration iI1 the 
H-0use the question of making appropriations for the improve
ment of rivers and harbors, a gentleman who has long been 
eminent in connection with the improvement of waterways 
stated that in hi~ opinion it was hopeless to improve the inland 
waterways of the United States as a whole; that there were e:r
ceptions; but, taking it all in all, the condition was rather a 
hopeless one. Now the question is whether an examination of 
the record--

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield for a question there? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska:. What relation does this bill 

sustain· to the appropriation that was carried a short· time ago 
in the Army appropriation bill in relation to rivers· and harbors 1 

Mr. DEMPSEY. If hus this relation: That bill appropriates 
money to improve rivers and harbors. Whether it will apply to 
these new projects or not depends on whether this bill becomes 
a law in advance of the appropriation bill, in which event those 
appropriations would apply to these new projects as well as to 
the old projects; or there might·be inserted ill the appropriation 
bill a provision making-those appropriations applicable not only 
to the projects· already adopted but also to those to be adopted, 
in which event the appropriations already made would apply to 
the projects in this bill. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. The other bill carried the ap
propriation, and :r;iow you are proposing to pass legislation to 
tell what shall be done With that money? 

l\1r. DEMPSEY. No. That bill in its terms applies only to 
projects already adopted by CongresS'. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. This bill carries money for ad
ditional projects? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No. This bill provides authorizations of new 
projects entirely. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Then, it is the idea that the 
appropriation goes first and tlte legislative proposition comes 
afterwards? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. ROACH. l'lfr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 1 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I would prefer to make a continuous state

ment first, and then I shall b glad to answer questions, if I 
have time. 

Mr. ROACH. I want to aski a question on this point. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. My time is· limited. 
Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes; I am yielding. What is the question? 
Mr. ROACH. That appropriation. bill only provided for old 

projects. It we pas this billt will there be a lessening of ex;. 
penditm·e on the old projects, or will the money all go into the 
new projects? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No. The appropriation was of a lump sum, 
without specifying the places of expenditure. If that is made 
available for new projects, it will be in the dis-cretion of the 
engineers as between the old and new projects. 

l\fr. ROACH. The appropriation was-a lump sum and' it. was 
based on the minimum requirements? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I agree with the gentleman as to that. 
Mr. ROACH. How can you spend money out of that appro

priation for new projects without lessening the appropriation 
for the old projects? 

1\1r. DEMPSEY. You can not. 
Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit' a 

question? · 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I am sorry I can not. I decline to yield fur
ther. 

Now, as to the question of whether· we can relieve the trang.. 
portation situation by the improvement of the inland waterways 
of the country, it is well to examine the condition and see what 
the· in:lan<t wderways are doing at the present time. · 

'There have been large developments in the matter of the 
carrying of shipments by inland waterways within a very blief 
time. Take, for instance, the Sabine-Neches. waterway; in 
which the country is as vitally interested as in any other 
waterway in the whole United States. A wonderful oil field I 
has been developed in the State of Texas, one of the greatest 
oil fields in the world, and that inland waterway, about 76 
miles long, is now carrying alJout 11,000,000 tons of traffic, and 
that upon a depth of 25 feet We are now giving them a depth 
of 30 feet. They need that for the class of tank vessels which : 
carey the· oil, and undoubtedly that waterway will be used to 
capacity, and the amount of freight carried upon it will vastly 
increase. Now, 11,000,000 tons is a very large amount of 1 
traffic for any waterway to carry, a.nd thiS I say is compara
tively new traffic. 

Take another illustration. Take the Monongahela River. 
That rans down to Pittsburgh. It carries at the present time 
24,000,000 tons of traffic. By this bill we are giving the 
Monongahela River additional facilities. The traffic is now so 
dense that boats have to wait for long periods in order to pass 
tln·ough the locks, and the amount of traffic is so very great that 
navigation is dangerous. We are simply increasing the facili- , 
ties so that the traffic, which is growing there by leaps and 
bounds, can ~e ·carried and can be carried safely. 

Take as another illustration the Columbia River and Willam~ 
ette River in Oregon. That waterway carries 4,000,000 tons of 
traffic, and the traffic there is steadily increasing. Take as a 
small example the Clatskanie River in Oregon. We have spent , 
on that liver only $24,000. 

Mr. MONDELL. While the gentleman is discussing these · 
specific projects, may I call his attention to a project for : 
which a survey is ta be ordered? May I make an inquiry with'1 
regard to it? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Certainly. 
Mr. MONDELL. The RiO' Grande River a short distance 

abov~ EI Paso has upon it the Elephant Butte irrigation dam. 
The entire fl.ow of the river is controlled and carried through 
the· canals of the national irrigation project, which is fed from 
tlle Elephant Butte Dam. The Rio Grande below that point, if 
it carries any water at all at any time, carries what water is 
not needed for irrigation: If there has' ever been any attempt 
at na-vigation at that point, Men before this reclamation proj
ect was started, I do not know of it. If is· 1,200 miles, I think, 
above the mouth of the river: The Rio Grande at that point is 
dry except when the water- is not needed for irrigation. I no
tice that you are proposing a survey Of the Rio Grande at El 
Paso. Is that for irrigation purposes or for navigation? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Irrigation and reclamation projects are not 
within the province of our committee. 

Mr. MONDELL. What is the idea? 
Mr'. DEMPSEY. We are not attempting to usurp the province 

of another committee. 
Mr. MONDELL. What is the idea of the cemmittee making 

a survey of a river that is dedicated to irrigation? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. As to the survey to· Which the gentleman re

fers, the reason it is granted is very obvious. It is this: We 
appropriate annually abo-qt a qua:rter of a million dollars for 
surveys. That is the amount which ha:s been appropriated for 
many years. Now gentlemen come in and ask for a surtey. It is 
almost a matter df course to grant them a survey, and why? 
The engineers testify before' our committee that the inclusion of 
a particular survey does not add materially, if at all, to the ex
pense, that they have most of the data right there in their office, 
that they are able to prepare it as a matter of clerical work and 
not as a matter of work in the field, and that the appropriation 
will not be exceeded, nor will it d®rive any genuine survey-if 
this one happens not to be--of the funds which are needed for 
the purpose of making it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then do I understand the gentleman to saY. 
that if I should come in befor~ his' committee and ask for a sur
ve~ of the Nbrth Platte> R1ver' in Wyoming, which carries much 
more water than the Rio Grande carries at El Paso, r would be 
abl~to secure in' this bill an appropriation for a survey? It might 
helIY me locally. · 

Mr. DEMPSEY. '!'he gentleman miglit procure a survey, and 
the result of it would l1e' tB.at' instea'd o:f helping him locall1 I 
think he would find tliat the r~port would be adverse, and the 
people in his district would' saY' that h'is ene1~es might well 
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have been spent upon something other than the securing of a 
survey where he knew the result would be adverse. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman would say that to the 
g ntleman who asked for this Rio Grande survey, it woUld be 
more to the point. 

This is not a question of rivers and harbors. The gentleman 
from New York has assured us that there was nothing in this 
bill except rivers and harbors. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Now, this project bill attempts to deal with 
the problems of the country and to help really to solve many 
of the transportation problems. For instance, we propose the 
improvement of Coos Bay in Oregon. What does that mean? 
The Coos Bay district in the State of Oregon contains billions 
of feet of lumber. A great part of that lumber belongs to the 
United States, and the United States is interested in having it 
marketed. The instant that we improve Coos- Bay in Oregon 
we will bring that lumber to the eastern market. 

That will result in two things: First, the lumber in the Coos 
Bar district will increase in value at least $1 a thousand, and 
that will add to the Government resources ten or :fifteen times 
the cost of this project. That is important to the Government 
as a g<>vernment, but it is still more important to the people of 
the United States as a people, because the lumber of the South · 
which has been supplying us in the North for many years is 
being exhausted. The peak of production in the South was 
reached some years ago. The time is coming, and coming in the 
near future, when the South, with its splendid climate, With its 
rich agricultural land, and rapid development, is sure to need 
all the lumber that is gTowing in its own territory. The result 
will be that if the people of the East, in the thickly populated 
part of the country, are to have lumber at any moderate price 
they must secure it from the Pacific slope, and the only way 
it can be brought East at a moderate price is by water. 

~ow, let us come down to San Francisco. We find that San 
Fra ncisco has one 40-foot entrance to its bay. San Francisco 
is the greatest port on the Pacific slope. It is a great center 
for the commerce between the United States, China, and Japan, 
and all the great east with its teeming millions. San Francisco 
has a 40-foot channel but it is along the coast. It is 6 ol." 7 
miles longer than a straight channel into the bay. It is dan
gerous to navigation because it is near the rockbound coast, 
and in great storms vessels are apt to be cast on that coast. 
So it is of vast importance that a ·new channel should be 
dredged. 

I started to say a word about the importance of deep water
ways in Texas. There is nothing more important in the public 
mind than the enormous increase in the use of gasoline in the 
United States and the constantly mounting price. We hope 
that we can reduce the price if we reduce the cost of transporta
tion to market. The only way we can reduce that cost is by 
deepening the channel and enabling the vessels of deeper draft 
which are more economical to operate, to bring it to markei 
That is what we expect to do by the improvement of the Texas 
waterways. 

Another thing we do in this bill is this : Certain projects 
have been completed, and yet the appropriations do not lapse 
a t the end of the year, and so it becomes necessary, in order 
to release them, even after the project has been entirely fin
ished, to have a clause releasing them and turning it into the 
general fund. That we do by this bill. 

For the first time in the history of the country, or for many 
years, the Mississippi River is doing a large and constantly 
increasing business. When the project for the upper Missis
sippi was adopted we made no provision for the improvement 
by the Government of harbors along the river, and so you can 
navigate the river; but when you reach a city, when you reach 
the point where you are to receive or discharge a shipment 
you have no harbor which you can enter or from which yo~ 
can depart. The bill provides that the project for the improve
ment of the upper Mississippi shall include the harbors of that 
part of the river. 

One of the worst problems, and the most serious problem 
with which we had to contend during the war in supplying the 
troops with munitions and food, and in supplying our allies 
'\vith both these things, was the congestion in the port of New 

· York. 
' People in the country seem to assume that that condition is 
g<>ing to continue; that the port of New York will be unable 
to avoid it; and that in the future we will haYe the same diffi
culty in handling the traffic that prevailed during the war. The 
fact is that the port of Greater New York has been formed 
which includes not only the city of New York but adjacent ter~ 
ritory, and that port of Greater.New York will ei-pend $500 000 -
000 as a local contribution to. solrn traffic conditions i.u th~ cltY 

of New Yort: and make it so that we can not have a condition 
where freight ~ars are pi1.ed up outside the city for 50 miles, as 
they were during the war. In other words, they are going to 
provide abundant facilities tor the handling of this tra:flic-doeks 
and terminalg sufficient in number and adeqnate in size-and fa
cilities for sending traffic destined beyond the city around it 
instead of through the cong$ted centers. And this- bill provide~ 
the C'hannels to be used in connection with the docks and ware
houses, so that the improvements may be complete and result, 
as they will, 1n the economical and rapid handling of all the 

· freight which comes to that great city. 
Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. BEGG. Does this con.template adding this authorization 

to the $40,000,000 appropriatio~ or is this to come out of that? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I will show the gentleman. River and \lar

bor improvements are made in the United States only on proj
ects that have been adopted. Up to the present time cerltain 
projects have been adopted-say 100, and I supP-OSe there are 
200. They are in various states of completion. Take, for in
stance, the gentleman's Ohio River; that project was adopted 12 
years ago to be c:ompleted in 10 years. A.bout half of the locks 
and dams are completed, about one-quarter are being built, and 
one-quarter are not started. That is the situation on that 
project already adopted. We find, as time goes on, in this great 
country of ours that we need to do new things, that we can not 
rely simply on the projects we have already adopted. 

Mr. BEGG. I understand that part of it, but the point is-
Mr. DEMPSEY. We are adopting now some new projects. 

As to the appropriation of money, under the appropriation bill 
passed by the House, the $42,815,000 which it carried would not 
!1PPly to these projects now to be adopted. It could only apply 
m one of two events-in the event that this bill becomes a law 
before the appropriation bill becomes a law, or. in the event 
that there be inserted in the appropriation bill two words, the 
words "and hereafter" after the word "heretofore." The ap
propriations now carried in that bill apply to projects hereto
fore adopted, and if there were added the words " and here
after" after the word "heretofore,!' then th-e appropriation 
W<>uld apply also to this bill. 

Mr. BEGG. Is it contemplated that after this bill is passed 
a new river and harbor appropriation bill, in addition to the 
$42,000,000, will be adopted? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No. I would say m· addition to that to 
make it clear that the amount which it will be necessary to 
expend to complete the projects covered by this bill will be 
about $36,000,000, but that is not to be expended at once. It 
will be expended only from year to yea.rr and the maximum 
amount which it is estimated might be expended the first year 
would be perhaps ten or eleven million. 

Mr. BEGG. And that would come out of the $42,000,000? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes; in either of the contingencies I have 

suggested. 
Mr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPREY. Yes. 
Mr. DUPR°b. In the case of the Monongahela River we were 

informed by the engineers that it would take about eight years 
to complete the enterprise, the whole cost of which will be 
some $6,000iOOO, l>ut it would be asked only pro tanto each 
year. 

Mr. J;:>El\iPSEY. I thank the gentleman for his suggestion. 
My recollection is that the engineers said, in addition to that, 
that the amount to be expended would be, roughly, a half million. 
dollars the first year. This bill provides also authority for the 
construction of six new dredges. There has been progress made 
in the construction of dredges for harbor work in the United 
States, the same as there has been in locomotives or any other 
mechanical contrivance, so that the dredge of to-day does much. 
better work and so much more work that the present dred"'& 
saves about $50,000 over the obsolete dredge which we have in 
operation in the United States. There can be no greater meas
ure of economy, there can be nothing that will tend to make 
each dollar appropriated for rivers and harbors go further and 
secure a full dollar of return for each dollar expended than the 
authorization for these new dredges. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. All time has expired, and the Clerk will read the 
bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be 4t enacted, etc., That the following works ot improvement are 

hereby adDpted and au.thorized, to. be prosecuted under the direction 
of the Secretary of War and supervision of the Chief ot Engineers 
in accordance with the plans reeommended in the reports hereinafter 
designated : 

PaVl"tucket River, R. I., in accordance with the report submitted in 
House Docume:nt No. 654, Sixty-sixth Congress, second session. 
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Mamaroneck Harbor, N. Y., in accordance with the report submitted 
in House Document No. 651, Sixty-sixth Congress, second session, and 
subject to the conditions set forth in said document. 

Harbor of New Rochelle a.nd Echo Bay, N. Y. in accordance with 
the report" submitted in House Document No. 110, Sixty-seventh Con
gress, first session, and subject to the conditions set forth in said 
document. 

New York and New Jersey Channels, 1n accordance with the report 
submitted in House Document No. 653, Sixty-sixth Congress, second 
session. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Would an amendment proposed to this paragraph lie when the 
section is read or would it lie now? 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair is not 
advised whether that question has been~presented since the ap-

- propriating powers have been taken away from the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. The rule has been that on general 
appropriation bills and on revenue bills the bill is considered 
by paragraphs, but the river and harbor bill, even when it car
ried appropriations and not merely authorizations, was not a 
general appropriation bill, and yet the bill was always consid
ered by paragraphs. The Chair thinks it would be better prac
tice to have the bill considered by paragraphs, and all question 
would be removed if the gentleman having the bill in charge 
would ask unanimous consent to have it so considered. · 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be considered by paragraphs instead of by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

to proceed for 10 minutes. 
The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. DEMPSEY rose. 
Mr. LONDON. Mr . .Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. LONDON. I notice that in sections 1 and 2 of the bill, 

in making various provisions for projects it is provided that 
projects be made in accordance with the reports submitted to 
the House at various times. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. • 
Mr. LONDON. Some of these reports have been submitted 

as late as 10 years ago. Is it customary in legislation to refer 
to some document that is not before the House? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Oh, the documents are before the House in 
the sense that they have been sent to the committee and they 
are available to everyone. The gentleman will find that in
stead of that being a report of 10 years ago, the probability is 
that the project has been completed, and that that is simply a 
modification of a project on which there is a recent report. 

Mr. Chairman, I started to say a word about the question of 
whether we could really help the solution of the traffic problem 
by improving our inland waterways. It has been suggested 
that that has been possible in Europe, that in Europe they have 
made a great success of their waterways, but that in this coun
try it is impossible. As an illustration of what we can do in 
the United States, let me point to the greatest inland transpor
tation, not alone in the United States but in the world; the 
greatest in extent, the greatest in success, the greatest in the 
rate of transportation. There is no transportation in the world 
that has been as cheap or is as cheap to-day as the transporta
tion on the Great Lakes, and that transportation has been 
made possible by American genius and American enterprise, by 
devising the kind of ships best fitted for that transportation, 
by inventing labor-saving devices to unload and load, so that 
they load and unload in a miraculously quick time, a time 
which puts to shame the loading and unloading elsewhere in 
the world. 

We carry on the Great Lakes 100,000,000 tons. That varies 
up to one hundred and twenty and one hundred and thirty mil
lion tons. About 96 per cent of that consists of iron ore and 
coal which is carried back to the Northwest. All of that traffic 
is between our own people so that there is left only a minimum, 
a small portion of traffic which goes abroad. Let me make a 
comparison of the cost of transportation on the Great Lakes 
and transportation on the ocean. The cost per ton-mile for 
transportation on the ocean by foreign nations, where they have 
cheap labor, where they have been in the transportation busi
ness from time immemorial, transportation by England, whiCh 
has been the mistress of the seas for hundreds of years, is 3 
mills per ton-mile. 

And it costs on the Great Lakes, just one-third of that, 1 mill 
per ton-mile. That shows what you can do on your inland 
waterways when American genius and American enterprise 
starts out to solve the problem. It is equally well shown in 
the result in Texas on this comparatively new waterway, the 
Sabine-Neches. 

They have grown there to a traffic of over 11,000,000 tons, an 
enormous traffic when you consider it in comparison with water
ways al!ywhere in the world, and that has grown up in a few 
years, because those who produce the oil have seen the neces
sity of transporting it in the cheapest way to the market. 

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
l\Ir. DEMPSEY. I will. 
Mr. BURTON. Does not the gentleman from New York recog

nize the vital distinction between the waterways of the Great 
Lakes, 20 feet deep and more, and the so-called inland water
ways, rivers having a depth of from 2 to 12 feet? 

l\Ir. DEMPSEY. I recognize the distinction and I recognize 
there is a wide distinction ; I realize, for instance, in a city you 
improve your road from curb to curb, and I realize where traffic 
is not so great in the country you will have it sometimes from 
~2 .to 16 feet. You can not have 20 feet of depth everywhere, 
it is true, but what I do say is the waterways of the country, 
a large number of them, aside from the Great Lakes, and I will 
call attention to a considerable number now, can be used t11 
relieve congestion in transportation and to secure a lower rat* 
of transportation and thus reduce the cost of living. The 
Monongahela the gentleman recognizes as a useful waterway 
with its 24,000,000 tons of freight; and the Sabine-Neches, with 
the 11,000,000 tons it carries. 

Mr. BURTON. But the Sabine-Neches is not an inland water
way. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Why not, it is an artificial waterway, 
and--

Mr. BURTON. It provides access to the sea by ocean-going 
boats. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No; ·they are tankers, that is all. 
Mr. BURTON. They sail on the ocean and go all over the 

world, and the object of improving the Willamette and the Co
lumbia is to give access to the port farthest inland, Portland. 
That is very different from the Monongahela. 

Mr. DEl\iIPSEY. Let us put the issue squarely. What I am 
contending here is this, that the improving of our inland water
ways, according to our experience up to the pre.sent time, is o:f 
the greatest value to the Nation in relieving the congestion 
which occurs in normal times owing to the inability of the rail
roads, through lack of cars, trackage, and adequate terminals, 
and in securing cheaper rates, and that it is important to im
prove every inland waterway which is capable of carrying a 
tonnage large enough to really help relieve congestion and to 
make the transportation economical. Does not the gentleman 
agree to that? 

Mr. BURTON. I would not agree to that broad statement. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Let me call attention to a few illustrations 

besides those I have referred to. Let us take a very small 
stream which is only 8 feet. Here is the Calcasieu River, La. 
Now, we have spent $655,000 upon it. It carried freight last 
year to the value of $8,000,0oo--636,000 tons. Was that river 
worth improving? Let us take another. Here is the Tensas 
River, La. It is only 4 feet, but--

Mr. BURTON. Do not leave out the Bayou-Teche. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. We abandon projects in this bill which were 

adopted years ago and upon which vast sums of money have 
been expended in preceding times. We abandon those projects 
which have no water, and only improve those with water. Let 
us take the Tensas, upon which we have spent only $85,000. 
Last year it carried 102,000 tons of traffic, worth a million dol
lars in round figures. Let us take another. I spoke of the 
Clatskanie River, Oreg. We have spent less than $25,000 on it, 
and it carried last year 100,000 tons of freight, worth nearly 
two million dollars. 

Take the Ohio. It is only improved part of the way down. 
The Ohio and Mississippi together and their various tributaries 
constitute an inland waterway of over 6,000 miles, but they are 
not in use, all of them, because we have not completed the im
provements, and yet, in spite of that, the Ohio carried last year 
about 9,000,000 tons of traffic. It should have carried 13,000,-
000 or 14,000,000 tons, but the reason probably that it lost last 
year is that there has been no traffic on the ocean as compared 
to the ordinary · years and less traffic by rail during this time. 
s ·o we say we believe it is worth while to develop the waterways 
of our country. We believe we can develop them; we believe 
there is no reason why, if we can do what we have been doing 
on the Great Lakes, what we have been doing on the Mononga
hela, we believe there is no reason why we can not do what 
we have done on the Sabine-Nechez if- we put the genius, the 
energy, and the resourcefulness of our people at work. We can 
use our waterways and develop them for all purposes. There 
is no reason why with the 66,000,000 primary horsepower in the 
United States we should be using only 6,000,000 horsepower. 
All of this vast unused energy should be developed and applied 
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to useful purposes and to the saving of coal at the same time 
that we improve the navigation of our waterways. 

There is no reason why in the end we can not cease using 
ou streams as places for sewage, a practice which will make 
the history of this age and the history of our people up to this 
time incomprehensible to our descendants, and have pure water 
for a.11 the people of the United States. The time must come, 
and it is coming soon, when we must use these waterways, if we 
are to send the farmer's product or the manufacturer's product 
tio the markets. It is useless to plant our fields, it is useless to 
have our factories running, unless you can send the products of 
both to the places where they can be sold:. [Applause.] And 
you can send them more cheaply by water than you can in any 
other way. [Applause.} 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

l\Ir. BURTON. Mr. Chairmf).n, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from .Ohio asks unanimous 
. consent to proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? [After 
n pause.] The Ohair hears rione. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit
tee I still adhere to two views expressed in the discussion of 
th~ Army appropriation bill; first, that specific appropriations 
should be made by Congress for the various river and ha1·bor 
projects instead of leaving the apportionment to the War De
partment. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Permit me to say that I entirely coincide 
with the gentleman's views, as I think they are the result of 
observation and experience. I think he is entirely correct. 

J\.I.r. BURTON. Second, I do not share the optimistic expecta
ttons expressed here in regard to the improvement of inland 
waterways. There are numerous inland streams which can be 
profitably utilized. In some remarks here on March 27, page 4632, 
I sought to set forth the classes of inland waterways , which 
might profitably be improved. What I have especially objected 
to is the expensive development by locks and dams and the re
moval of serious obstacles in rivers paralleled by railroads, 
where there are other methods for transportation available 
much cheaper and much more convenient. ·r do not think the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DEMPSEY] has thoroughly re
all~ed the difi'erence between the ordinary inland waterway 
and the Great Lakes, where there are bodies of water, like 
Lake Superior, Lake Huron, Lake Michigan, and Lake Erie, 
with a depth quite as useful for navigation as in the ocean 
itself. What is needed for their utilization is the improvement 
of the connecting waters, such as the River St. Clair, the River 
St. ·Marys, and the Detroit River. Then, again, the other class 
of improvements which he names, the Willamette and the Co
lumbJ.a, extending to the sea and :furnishing a channel for ocean
going vessels. The Sabine-Neches is in the same class. The 
Delaware River is in the same category. The Patapsco River, 
furnishing an outlet from the port of Baltimore, is of the same 
type. Those are different from shallow-draft streams, where 
you m11~ use small boats. And in this age I think that latter 
method ts distanced by others more convenient and useful. 

Yet I recognize the congestion that prevails on the railroads, 
a.nd I do not offer any objection here to giving this method by 
the inland waterways a trial. What I would suggest as regards 
the more expensive improvements is to do this, improve the 
barge canal, that has been undertaken by the State of New 
York; improve the Ohio River; improve the Mississippi River. 
The latter is at a very high stage of utilization for navigation 
from Cairo down. Let us ascertain whether they are going to 
succeed or not. If those three waterways do not prove success
ful, in view of the very fertile territories through_ which they 
pass, no others will. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did not rise especially to speak on this 
subject. There are certain fundamental principles which we 
must adopt in utilizing the waters of the country. I look to a 
great era of development in the United States in the coming 
years. We are just at the beginning of the utilization o:t our 
resources, just at the beginning of providing the conveniences 
ana luxuries of life. During the time in which I was chairman 
of the Rivers and Harbors Committee there was a disposition for 
economy which prevented our making appropriations adequate 
for the purposes which we desired. The keynote. of this prob
lem is this: First, we must reeognize that water is an asset 
juet as well as the land. Next, in the utilization of that water, 
cooperation must be used. I use that single word-I mean 
cooperation between different uses of water and cooJ)eration 
between the Federal Government and municipalities, States, and 
private individuals, on the other hand. We were constantly 
hounded, when I was a member of that committee,. for appro-

priations for mere bank protection where there was no naviga
tion. We excluded those just as far as possibie. 

Now, what is the solution? We must take into account the 
different uses and treatment of water. First, navigation; sec
ond, water supply for cities, water supply for irrigation comes 
in. We must take into account the purification ot water. 
Along with those we must also regard drainage and flood pro
tection, and last of all, I would name-and in a way it is the 
most important-the utilization of water for power. Diiferent 
agencies, the Federal Government and communities, must all 
join, the Government paying its share for navigation; pri'vate 
individuals for their share for bank protection; municipalities 
providing the funds necessary to secure purification ot water 
and water supply, and presumably private enterprise putting in 
the capital for the development of water power. 

There are a number of streams in this country that conld 
not be utilized profitably for navigation alone, nor could they 
be used profitably for water power alone, but if you join the 
two together tl.J.ey can be improved and improved with profit. 

Now, I think this bill contains projects which are for the most 
part entirely commendable. I desire to say just a few words 
on the proposition for the use of the New York and New Jersey 
Channel. In 1900, with a Government engineer, I went through 
the Arthur Kill and the Kill Van Kull, and was impressed with 
the possibilities of that waterway near New York, as a place 
to provide for smelters, for the refining and storage of oil, and 
for a great variety of uses. 

The project was adopted by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. Just see what the result has been. There have been, 
I think, 30,000,000 tons carried through that waterway in a 
single year, with a value of a billion dollars. That certainly is 
an improvement this country can afford to undertake. I ·do 
not say that there may not be some odds and ends, some inci
dental portions of it, that should be taken up by private enter
prise. 

And, to digress here, generally speaking, amounts expended 
upon the harb ... ·s of the country, the channels adjacent to great 
ctties, have conferred in their improvement a greater benefit 
than money expended upon the rivers of the country. That 
does not mean that we should omit to utilize the rivers, par
ticularly such rivers as the :Mississippi and the Ohio, but so far 
as the return is concerned in increased trade and development 
of traffic and general profit to the whole country, what could 
surpass the benefits obtained from the improvement of such a 
harbor as that of New York and the channels in the neighbor
hood, also the channels to the harbors of Philadelphia. and Balti
more, and the improvement of the Southwest Pass for access to 
New Orleans, and, perhaps, overtopping them all, the improve
ment of the Great Lakes and its harbors? 

Gentlemen of the committee, I want to lay before yon this 
idea: There is something for us to consider in the coordina
tion of different uses of water. If we are to have as good a 
country as we ought to have, if we are to have the abounding 
wealth that we desire. we must take up this problem in a large 
way. We must impos~ the expense where it properly belongs. 
Where the improvement is for private benefit, let it be paid by 
private parties; where it is for tl~e benefit of a community 
alone, let it be paid by that community. And it is the same 
with respect to a State. Where you can place the improvement 
on the ground of universal and general benefit, then the whole 
country should pay for it from the Federal Treasury. But the 
dividing line between them all should be carefully drawn. [Ap
plause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Ohio may have one additional minute. 
I wish to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized 

for one minute moire. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I may say that I am quite in sympathy with 

what the gentleman from Ohio has so well said, and I believe 
if he will stay here-and I know he will-during the considera
tion of this bill he will find that every item of it is within the 
principle that he has laid down in the light of the experience 
he has had. 

Mr. BURTON. I am glad to bear that. I had understood 
that there were improvements proposed for creeks or harbors 
scarcely worthy o'f attention, but I did not find them. The old 
"chestnuts" that were thrown off when I was actlve in this 
work do not seem to- be here. M<>t'lt of this work is for the 
enlargement of projects already rnder t-lken. 
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Mr. DE~IPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clark read all follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DEMPSEY: On page 2, between line 9 and 

line 10, insert the following paragraph : 
" Newark Bay and Hackensack and Passaic Rivers, N. J., in ac

cordance with the report submitted in House Document No. 206, Sixty
seventh Congress, second session, and subject to the conditions set 
forth in said document." 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chafrman, I would say in reference 
to this amendment that it applies to a part of the Greater New 
York development, and it is part of the improvement of that 
port which is of importance to the whole country. It aims to 
make Newark Bay available for the commerce which comes in 
on all the trunk-line railroads there, and to make it available 
there so that it can be transshipped from Newark Bay instead, 
where it is unnecessary to do it, of sending it over to Greater 
New York. It is also intended to give Newark Bay all the com
merce that would naturally come through it as a great center, 
as it is, for manufacturing and commerce and all the things 
that go to make for commercial prosperity. 

Mr. WARD of Norfu Carolina rose. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 

for a question? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. Is it not a fact that it was intended to 

incorporate this item in the bill proper, and the reason for its 
not being offered then as an amendment is the fact of its being 
referred to the district engineers for report? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. All the gentleman said is true. The 
district engineer had not fully realized the necessity of this 
project, but in the opinion of the Chief of Engineers it was 
of such vital importance that he deemed a special report neces
sary, and it was sent back for a new report, so that it might 
be made a part of this bill. It is as important a project as 
there is in the bill. 1 

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. 'l;he question I wanted to ask 
was substantially submitted by the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. LEHLBACH). 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the aI:Qend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. APPLEBY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey moves to 

strike out the last word. . 
Mr. APPLEBY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I want to say 

· a very few words in favor of this particular section on page 2, 
line 7, calling for New York and New Jersey channels in ac
cordance with the report submitted in House Document No. 
653, Sixty-sixth Congress, second session. 

We should all be interested in better waterways located 
within the United States where the public is going to be 
benefited. This particular project which I wish to speak for 
will provide for the deepening of the channel from Sandy Hook 
to Perth Amboy, and from Perth Amboy through the Arthur 
Kill and Kill Van Kull into upper New York Bay. As the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] has said, there is prob
ably a greater development of industrial plants along these 
waterways than in any other part of the United States. Many 
large manufacturing plants of various kinds have located there 
in the last few years. These channels at the present time are 
not of sufficient depth to carry the deep-draft ships which 
would like to enter. This project was recommended in 1881, 
and in 1905 by tbe War Department, which improvement calls 
for a 30-foot channel for incoming steamers from the Atlantic 
Ocean opposite Sandy Hook via Arthur Kill to upper New York 
Bay. It seems to me there is no more greatly needed item in this 
bill than this particular one. The possibilities for the further 
development of industry and increased number of plants are 
immeasurable. At the present time the oil coming into the 
Standard Oil establishment at Bayonne has to be reloaded into 
the ocean-going ships from the boats of lighter draft in order 
to reach the refining and storage plants. Anyone familiar with 
the volume of the business done by these oil companies, and the 
coal companies as well, together with the great number of 
plants located along the Arthur Kill, must know that this 
project is a necessity, and will save thousands of dollars an
nually through lowering the cost of transportation. In fact, it 
is the most important item in the entire bill, as a great 
project calling for such a harbor impro>ement as this must of 
necessity be. The country in general will be well satisfied if the 
House approves this project which I have so hastily mentioned. 
(Applause.] 

Mr. IDLL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the pro 
forma amendment. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in reference to 

this bill, H. R. 10766, which is a bill " authorizing the con
struction, repair, and preservation of certain · public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes," it is my under
standing that for the work on the Baltimore Harbor no ref
erence is necessary in this bill. I should like to ask, however, 
a statement from the chairman of the committee on this subject. 

It is my understanding that under existing legislation there 
is authorized a 35-foot channel for the port of Baltimore, and 
that in the War Department appropriation bill, out of the 
$42,000,000 authorized by this Congress and appropriated for 
rivers and harbors, $350,000 was provided in the discretion of 
the engineers for the project in Baltimore. It is my under
standing, therefore,. that it is not necessary for Baltimore 
Harbor to be referred to in this bill ; but, as I say, I should 
like to have that understanding con.firmed by the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Baltimore Harbor has already adopted in its 
interest the project for 35 feet of water, and that project is 
under way and in process of completion. That is one of the 
very great harbors of the country. It is one of the harbors 
which is a demonstration of the fact that you can be located 
off the ocean and yet have a wonderful business. Everyone on 
the committee realizes the importance of B~.ltimore, and we 
believe that with the increased appropriation which was passed 
in the Army appropriation bill Baltimore will get all that it 
needs for the present year, all that can be profitably and eco
nomically expended in the improvement of the 1larbor. 

Mr. HILL. I thank the chairman of the committee, and I 
wish to ask one more question : It is my understanding that 
the Representatives of the State of Maryland in this House 
should be entirely content with the situation as to the appro
priation for Baltimore Harbor, and that there is nothing further 
to be done in reference to that situation at the present time? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. There is nothing to be done except to be sure 
that you are present if there is any danger when the military 
appropriation bill comes back from the Senate. However, I 
understand that the Senate committee have adopted, I think 
unanimously, the appropriation as it was passed by the House, 
so I do not anticipate any difficulty in conference. But we 
should be prepared to meet it if it turns out that I am wrong. 
I think my information is correct. 

Mr. HILL. It is my further understanding that the House 
has dealt generously with the Baltimore Harbor in this matter. 

Mr. DEl\fPSEY. It is a lump-sum appropriation, but the dis
position of the engineers is to regard Baltimore as being of 
very great importance in relation to the other harbors of the 
United States, and my understanding is that the Chief of Engi
neers believes that he will be able to allot to Baltimore Harbor 
all that can profitably and economically be expended there 
during the coming season. 

Mr. HILL. I will say to the chairman of the committee that 
Baltimore City has recently authorized a bond issue of $50,-
000,000 and is making enormous improvements, and that there
fore it is particularly gratifying to the people of Baltimore 
that this appropriation has been made. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. HILL. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. GARNER. I want to congratulate the gentleman froni 

Baltimore upon getting a certiticate of character to exhibit to 
his constituents from the chairman of the committee. I un
derstand this project is all right, and that the record will give 
the gentleman from Baltimore full credit for everything being 
satisfactory, and that Baltimore will "get out of the $43,000,000 
all that can possibly be spent in Baltimore Harbor. 

l\Ir. DEMPSEY. Why should not the gentleman have the 
credit to which he is entitled? He has done his part. 

l\ir. GARNER. I do not want it to go under the guise of 
his having to assist the Baltimore project. I merely want it 
to show that it is for the purpose of assisting the gentleman in 
his reelection. 

Mr. · DEMPSEY. He should be assisted when he has do~e 
good work, as he did in this instance, and we all want to assist 
him where he has done good work. 

Mr. GARNER. I quite agree with the gentleman. 
Mr. HILL. I want to thank tbe gentleman from Texas-I 

have not had the chance before-to thank him for the help 
be ga.ve me by inference a little while a,go on my bill fo1· 2.75 
per cent light wines and beer. [Laughter.] 
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend

ment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Wilmington Harbor, Del., in accordance with the report submitted 

in House Document No. 114, Sixty-seventh Congress, first session, and 
subject to the conditions set forth in said document. 

.Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Delaware asks unani
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
l\fr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairm~. it is not necessary for me to 

speak at any length upon this item for the harbor of Wilming
ton, Del. Yesterday I put a rather long dissertation in the 
RECORD upon this subject, including this paragraph itself. I 
will only repeat what I said yesterday that the committee, in 
includin;; projects, were careful to include projects where the 
localities were showing a disposition largely to help them
selves. The city of Wilmington is the one great city in my 
State, a city of 125,000 inhabitants and with probably as varied 
an industrialism as there is in any city in the United States, 
with a tremendous output, and valuable output, and as you all 
know with a tremendous wealth, which goes to swell laTgely 
the Federal Treasury. They have bonded themselves for 
$3,000,000 in oruer to develop a port. Up to this time the city 
of Wilmington has depended upon a little river called the Chris
tiana. It is probably not more than 80 or 100 yards across. 
Wilmington bas reached the point where she must have an- out
let upon the Delaware River. The consequence is that she has 
asked that this paragraph be favorably considered by the House, 
in order to improve the mouth of that river, where she proposes 
to spend at least $3,000,000 for docks, terminals, warehouses, 
and so forth. Running into that development are three of the 
great railroads of this country-the Baltimore & Ohio, the Penn
sylvania, and the Reading. I believe, and I think the House 
will believe, if they give it mature consideration-I know the 
engineers of the Government take this view of it-that even 
now there is a congestion upon the Delaware River that de
mands this improvement. I do not believe there is any place in 
the United States where there is a greater industrialism and a 
greater congestion of population, with a certainty of still 
greater future development in industrialism, in agriculture, and 
in horticulture, and of increasing population than there is from 
New Castle, Del., up beyond Philadelphia for many miles, at 
least as far as Bristol. 

Mr. BURTON. I quite agree with the gentleman from Dela
ware that along the Delaware River is a place for great indus
trial growth. Has there been jmprovement along on the front 
of the Delaware River to accommodate the traffic of Wilmington 
as yet? 

Mr. LAYTON. I do not exactly understand the gentleman's 
question. 

Mr. BURTON. You are right near to the Delaware River 
and most of your traffic has been in the Christiana River. 

Mr. -LAYTON. Yes. 
l\Ir. BURTON. I used to tell the people coming from there 

that you would ultimately have to improve the facilities on the 
main Delaware River. Have they begun to do so? 

1\Ir. LAYTON. Oh, yes; undoubtedly; and there is already 
a $5,000,000 factory to be established, conditioned upon the 
making of this improvement. 

Mr. BURTON. In olden times the sewage of Wilmington 
used to be discharged into the Christiana River, and the Gov
ernment had to do the work of getting it out. Has that been 
attended to? 

Mr. LAYTON. Does the gentleman mean the discharge from 
the factories-the sewage, and so fo:i;t;h? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. 
Mr. LAYTON. The gentleman has asked me a question ~hat 

I can not answer. I do not know. 
Mr. BURTON. That was one objection that lay to this appro-

priation some 10 or 12 years ago. 
l\fr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, almost from Wilmington to the 

northern limits of Philadelphia there is one compact munici
pality as far as factories, dwelling houses, and warehouses and 
things of that kind are concerned. There is hardly a vacant 
space, so to speak. It is all connected up with trolley lines and 
cement roads, and the time will soon come when there will be 
no vacant space on the Delaware River within the limits I have 
specified. There is a great territory behind the port of Wil
mington, and therefore in making this projected impro-rement 
it is going to relieve Philadelphia; it is going to relieve Chester 
also and as soon as the Chesapeake Canal is constructed it will 
bring into cooperation the great port of Baltimore, bringing it 
into relation with the Delaware RiYer arnl all its industrialism, 
which is almost inestimable. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Locklies Creek, Va., in accordance with the report submitted in House 

Document No. 612, Sixty-third Congress, second session, and subject to 
the conditions set forth in said document. 

Mr. CLOUSE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, and I ask unanimous consent to extend and revise my 
remarks in the RECORD . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CLOUSE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com

mittee, i t is not my purpose to discuss at length the various 
projects which your Committee on Rivers and Harbors have 
incorporated in the pending bill, nor shall I attempt to discuss 
any particular project · with a view to showing the relative 
merits of one as compared with another. Were I called upon 
to discuss or express my individual opinion· on tile se-reral proj
ects, I could but say that there is not one single item in the 
bill which deserves any greater consideration than the other, 
but that each and every one is not only meritorious but an abso
lute necessity in the handling of° the · commerce of the Nation. 

Your committee has labored long and diligently in the inves
tigation of all matters pertaining to the improvement and de
velopment of rivers and harbors, and in those deliberations we 
have endeavored at all times to arrive at our conclusions solely 
and alone from facts produced showing or tending to show the 
imperative necessity of the project, not only from the viewpoint 
of handling the commerce but with the view also of benefiting 
the greatest number of people possible by way of reduced 
charges of transportation. 

Perhaps at no time in the history of the world, and certainly 
at no time in the history of this Nation, have we been con
fronted with the serious problems that threaten to destroy our 
progress and prosperity as we are to-day. Chief among the 
ohstacles confronting us is that of transporting the produce of 
the soil, the products of the factory, the natural and necessary 
resources of the Nation, at rate that are reasonable to the 
farmer, the merchant, the laborer, the manufacturer, and the 
citizen. I think that all will agree that present-day conditious 
of transportation are not only inadequate, but that they are ex
orbitant nnd intolerable. They can not be defended, much less 
can they be long endured. 

The hour of the· Nation's return to normalcy and prosperity 
may be well measured by the course which we pursue in en
couraging and coordinating the transportation facilities of the 
country. The troublesome conditions into which we have been 
thrown may be attributable to many causes, but chief among 
them, in my judgment, is due to the fact that the people of 
this country, the Congress of the United States, the Nation, 
has failed to grasp the wonderful possibilities and benefits that 
are to come to all our people as a result of the development 
and improvement of our internal rivers so that they may be uti
lized for the handling of the commerce of the country. 

The Government of the United States entered upon a program 
of building a merchant marine. The construction of this mer
chant craft was started during the period . of war, and while 
millions of dollars was ruthlessly wasted in the execution of 
that program, yet out of an expenditure of approximately three 
and a half billion dollars we have, after discarding all worth
less craft, a huge .fleet left, which can be utilized only in the 
carrying of our surplus products across the high seas and to 
the markets of the world. In this way only can we ever expect 
to realize a single farthing on this stupendous investment. 
Only by the improvement of our rivers and harbors will we 
be able to freight the surplus corn and wheat and cattle and 
bogs and horses and mules and coal and timber nnd the thou
sand and one things that go to make up our commerce to the 
ports of embarkation at rates that are reasonable and profitable 
to the producer. 

The inadequacy of the railroads of this country to handle 
the commerce of the Nation . has been conclusively demon
s~rated, and when we consider the fact that the commerce of 
the United States doubles every 10 years, then we are irresist
ibly driven to the conclusion that in order to meet future con
ditions of an ever-increasing population we must turn our 
attention to the development and use of rivers as the one and 
only means of meeting the situation with which we are now, 
and in the future will be all the more seriously, confronted. 
By this means and in no other way can we hope to reduce the 
cost of transportation, which is a tremendous burden on the 
farmer and producer as well as on the consuming pu~lic. 

In advocating the development of these natural arteries of 
commerce it is not my intention to advocate the abandonment 
of our railway systems. They haYe in the pa~t r~~a ere<l. ~ren t 
service in the development of our country, and in au \vhicll 
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they deserve the appreciation and fair consideration of ru 
grateful people. They have- not only· aidl!d in the development 
or our .country and its resources- in. the pa-st but they will con
stitute an indispensable influence in the continued growth. andJ 
progress of the Nation. The principle which I. have in mind, 
the policy which this Government must inevitably adopt, is to· 
imp1·ove and encourage all sorts of transportation in. order to 
obtain the bene1its of the almost inexhaustible resources of theo 
country and furnish to· our people the most seasonable and eco
nomical transportation. that it is possible to devise. 

There are some governmental policies relating to the operationi 
of railroads, however, which r do not approve, and which, in. 
my judgment, should not be tolerated. for another day. The 
policy to which I refer is that of' the Interstate Commerce Com
mission allowing railroads to establish rates on lines whichl 
parallel our rivers. so as to meet the rates established'. b:y: water 
transportation, an~ to permit them to establish an entirely dif
ferent rate on the very same character ot freight when it is 
being hauled into inland territory. To illustrate, the railroads
hu ul to-day from New Orleans to S't. Louis, a distance of 718 
miles, 100 pounds of second-class freight for $1.73~ while they 
charge for hauling the same amount of the same kind of freight 
from New· Orleans to Fort Smith, Ark:, a distance of 494 miles, 
but where th-ere is no water competition, $1.84!. The railroads 
to-day haul 100 pounds- of freight from Portland, Me., to New 
Orleans, a distance of 1,685 miles, for the sum o:f $2.51, while· 
they charge from Kansas City to New Orleans, for the same 
kind and amount of freight, the sum of.$2.48}, although the haul 
is 806 miles shorter. Why this inequality? Simply because in 
one case there is water competition, in the other there is not. 

I believe that the rates should be made accordfug to the 
cha·racter and distance hauled, and not predicated upon the 
fact of whether there is or is not water competition. I believe 
that the railroads should have a fair retUTn on. their invest
ment,. but I do not believe that they should be permitted to 
drive commerc.e from our rivers by hauling freight at a loss in 
order to compete with. water transportation, and then charge 
an excessive rate to the shipper who lives in the interior where 
there is no water transportation. No sane business man would 
tolerate- such pTactices in his private business affairs, and why 
should we as representatives of tbe people, clothed with the 
power to tax the people and appropriate their money, be less 
mindful of the affairs of our constituents than we would be 
of our own affairs! I want to see the Government adopt busi
ness methods in the administration of the affairs of the Nation. 
I "3.llt to see Congress function with an eye single to the de
velopment of our vast resources along economical lines, but 
always functioning for the benefit of the greater number of 
.American citizens. I want to see in the not far· distant future . 
stenmships and steamboats plying the waters of every navigable, 
river in .America, carrying the products of the farm, the forest, 
the mines, the factory to all the markets of the earth, and with 
this I hope to see a Nation of the most prosperous, progressive, 
happy, and contented peoples of all the ages of the world. 

I am glad to say that we as members of your Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors have at all times endeavored to ·:follow a 
course which would give the greatest results with the least pos
sible Qxpense to the taxpayer. We have stood firmly by eYery 
scheme and every program that tended to reduce the expenses 
of administration of Government, but we are firmly convinced · 
that it is not always economy to deny appropriations adequate 
to carry on the necessary work of the Government in a con
tinuous, successive manner. Indeed, in the development of our 
rivers and harbors it has been shown that the greatest eXl)ense, 
if I may not say extravagance, has been due to a lack of suffi
cient appropriations to carry on the work of impi·ovement con
tinuously after it has once been commenced. 

It requires a large amount o:f money to assemble the neces
sary machinery with which to carry on the, work, and of' course, 
if funds are not {lrovided with which to prosecute the work 
after assembling the necessary machinery and materials, then 
the amount so expended is absolutely lost. It was for these re.a
sons that this committee carried the fight for increased appro
priations for rivers and harbors to the floor of this House, 
and successfully put through a bill increasing the amount of 
the appropriation for the next fiscal year $30,000,000 above 
that of last year and $27,000,000' more than the Director of the 
Budget had recommended. We confidently believe that the wis
dom of our course will have beerr thoroughly demonstrated by 
the time the next appropriation for thfs purpose comes up for 
consideration. We hope to see the work commenced on all 
projects heretofore adonted and prosecuted to a speedy comple
tion. We hope out of this amount to see some of the newer 
projects commenced. We hope by next year to see this House 
adopt the plan of allowing the Committee on Rivers and Har-

hors- to designate the a.mount to be spent upon the several proj
ects, the time and manner in which it shall be spent, -and the 
place where the money shall be spent. 

I hoPe to see the great- Cumberland River · in my own State 
and in the State ot Kentu:cky completed for the benefit of the 
thousands of honest peoples living in that fertile region. We 
have a sufficient amount aliocatecl this year to complete at least 
the adopted project below Nashville, a.nd then if I continue as 
a member of this great committee ot this House, I expect to see 
the work commenced between Carthage and Burnside, Ky., and 
carried on continuously until that stream is made navigable 
365 days in each and every :year. 

r know there are some here who say the expense incident to 
completing the remaining locks can not be justified, but to those 
who entertain such views let me say that there is in and con
tiguous to the Cumberland Valley through which this river 
flows 3,000,000 acres of the most fertile soil to be found in 
.America. With proper fa:cilities for shipping and handling 
the products of this vast area of productive soil we can increase 
the quantity production. at least as much as $5 per acre and 
with this we find that in one year we have increased the value 
of crops raised in this particular section no less than $15,-
000,000, or a sufficient amount to pay all of the expense of its 
completion and have a n-et balance left of approximately 
$5,000.000. 

Ah, but some one says, that operates to the benefit of only 
those living in that section. I deny it. When you have. offered 
facilities which increases tlie productivity of any section of the 
country you have not only benefited that particular section of 
the country but you made it possible through cheaper means of 
transportation to reduce the cost of living to the consuming 
public of America. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and. gentlemen, I want briefly to discuss 
a few o:f the items embraced. in the pending bill, and in doing 
so I desire to say that. there is not a single project embracell 
in. the. bill that affects my district or my State. But as a 
member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, after weeks 
and months ot diligent study and investigation, we have re
ported a bill here that I think is absolutely necessary to meet 
the requirements of the Nation at ,this time. I do not quite 
agree with the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [1\Ir. BURTON] 
in all that he said with res.pect to the impi:ovement of internal 
rivers. I do agree, however, with him in that this Congress 
should have the power and should exercise the power of desig
nating the particular projects that should be improved. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CLOUSE. Yes. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. In. order "that they might be designated 

with reasonable intelligence the gentleman would send them to 
a committee that knew something about the subject. 

Mr. CLOUSE. I would certainly do that. I would not only 
vest the committee with the power to designate the projects 
to be improved but I would give the committee the power to 
make the appropriation to carry out that improvement. The 
great difficulty under the present system is that the Board o! 
Engineers look to the tonnage and commerce that is being 
carried on a certain river, and from that they determine the 
necessity of its development or improvement. That is not the 
true criterion. by which to be governed on river improvement, 
internal or otherwise. I am going. to show you by an illustra
tion. The Cumberland River project was adopted ln 1886. 
Appropriations were made by Congress for the commencement 
of work. What did the Board of Engineers do? I speak of a 
river now that penetrates and passes through my district. 

The Board of Engineers goes to the headwaters of the Cum
berland River in Kentucky and constructs a lock and dam there 
at a cost of $359,875.05. What next do they do! Instead of 
continuing. at the head of the river going toward the mouth, 
they drop down below Nashville, a distance of nearly 400 milel:l, 
and commence there the construction of dams. They built dams 
on the lower river at an expense of $3,720,832.54. They then 
shift the scene and commence work between Nashville and the 
upper Cumberland River, and there they have constructed seven 
dams at an expense of $2,500,000. The first lock was placed in 
operation November 26, 1904, almost 20 years ago, and the last 
lock to be completed was 12 years ago. Nothing- bas been done 
on the remaining locks, yet, uncompleted as they are, they con
stitute an impediment rather than a benefit to navigation. Is 
that a system that any intelligent business man would pursue? 
The Cumberland River before the construction of these locks 
and dams could be utilized for navigation at least six months 
out of the year. As it is to-day it is a worthless project until 
completed. This river, as I have said, penetrates one of the 
most fertile sections in America-rich not only in agricultural 
possibilities but rich in minerals and in timber. In bygone days 
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the manufacturers of timber in the city of Nashville and down 
on the Ohio floated their logs down that stream, which is now 
rendered impossible by the construction of the locks, because 
rafts can not pass oYer them at any tide in the river. The 
commerce on this river showed a greater tonnage in 1890 than 
it did in 1920. Why? Because of this impracticable method 
of constructing locks and dams at different points and not in 
succession, as they should be built. 

l\fr. BURTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. CLOUSE. I will. 
Mr. BURTON. I am interested in the gentleman's statement. 

Do I understand the gentleman to say that that improvement by 
locks and dams has proved to be an injudicious one? 

l\ir. CLOUSE. Indeed, it is until completed, because the locks 
and dams make the :floating of logs an absolute impossibility, 
and you can not traverse the river by boat higher than Carthage, 
Tenn., nor can you get into the Ohio by reason of the uncom
pleted locks and dams on the lower section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ten
nessee has expired. 

l\fr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, 1; ask that the gentleman have 
two minutes more that I may ask him a question. 

The CHAIR~1AN. The gentleman from Ohio asks that the 
time of the gentleman from Tennessee be extended two minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURTON. I run interested in asking this question, be

cause I incurred a great deal of obloquy by opposing the build
ing of those dams. How many more are needed to comp!ete 
the project? 

Mr. CLOUSE. According to the plan adopted by Congress 
eight more dams will be required before the project is com
pleted. 

l\fr. BURTON. Does the gentleman say that if those were 
completed the improvement would be injudicious? 

Mr. CLOUSE. No. I say that if those were completed it 
would furnish a commerce of not less than 2,000,000 tons an
nually, with a value of probably $20,000,000. 

Mr. BURTON. So that the gentleman advocates the project? 
Mr. CLOUSE. Indeed I do, but I do not advocate the sys

tem which the Board of Engineers has adopted in making the 
improvement. They should have begun at one end or the other 
of the river and carried on the work successfully and continu
ously, and not by piecemeal and in broken lots. 

Mr. BURTON. The gentleman from Tennessee still advo
cates, I take it, the preliminary examination and the survey as 
a condition of the adoption of any improvement, does he not? 

Mr. CLOUSE. Oh, yes. This project is already adopted. It 
is a continuing one. It is not necessary to embrace it in this 
bill. In fact, the engineers are still working upon it, but they 
are not working as they should work, because, as has been 
demonstrated here in the improvement of this as well as the 
Ohio River, which was aclopted many years ago with an au
thorized appropriation of millions of dollars, now possibly two
thirds or three-fourths completed, yet those rivers are not serv
ing the people in the way they could serve them if they were 
completed. 

1\fr. BOND. Just what the gentleman has been talking about 
is not embraced in the present bill? 

l\1r. CLOUSE. Oh, no. Tlle Cumberland River project is an 
adopted one, and I sincerely hope that with the very valuable 
aid of my distinguished colleague, whose judgment and advice 
ns a member of the committee is always sound, that the good 
people of this section of Tennessee and Kentucky may oon 
realize their fondest hopes, and that is that the Cumberland 
River may be speedily put into condition whereby it may be 
utilized every day of the year. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Waterway connecting Core Sound and Beaufort Harbor, N. C., in 

accordance with the report submitted in House Document No. 88 
Sixty-seventh Congress, first session. ' 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. WALSH: Page 2, line 21, after the word 

" session " insert : 
"Plymouth "Harbor, Mass .. in accordance with the report submitted 

in House Document No. 996, Sixty-sixth Congress, third session, and 
subject to the conditions set forth in said document." 

Mr. WALSH. 1\fr. Chairman, this project contemplates an 
improvement of the harbor of Plymouth, Mass., upon conditions 
that the Commonwealth of Massachusetts or other local in
terests shall contribute $51,000, the entire cost of the project 
being $102,000. It means the dredging of an additional chan
nel and turning basin to a new point in the harbor where the 
\vharf is to be constructed. At the time the Committee on 

Rivers and Harbors were holding their hearings the manufac
tming interests at Plymouth had under consicleration the dredg
ing of a channel to another po:nt in the harbor, and at my re
quest the committee, under the authority which they have, re-
quested the Board of Engineers to make a survey of this new 
project. That survey has been completed, ·and the cost of that 
project is such that the parties interested feel that at the 
present time they could not make the contribution which they 
expected to make toward its completion. 

~fr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WALSH. I do. 
1\fr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman indicate the volume of the 

commerce on this proposed improvement? Incidentally I want 
to welcome the gentleman among the supporters of the bill. 

Mr. WALSH. The commerce at Plymouth is quite consider
able. The main plant of the Plymouth Cordage Co. is located 
at Plymouth. They bring large quantities of their raw material 

. by water and ship some of their products by water, but not a 
very considerable quantity. 

Mr. DUPRE. What does the gentleman mean by "consider
able"? It is a rather elastic term. I am in favor of the 
amendment, but I would like to hear a little more about it. 

l\Ir. WALSH. Some fifteen or twenty thousand tons, worth 
several hundred thousand dollars, to that -one plant. We also 
have there located cotton mills and I think two woolen mills 
which, of course, have som~ of their raw material and some of 
their fuel brought in by water. 

l\Ir. DUPRE. Is the project in the gentleman's district? 
Mr. WALSH. It is. 
Mr. DUPRE. I gravely suspected that to be the fact. , Is it 

a local or a national issue? 
l\Ir. WALSH. It is entirely a local condition, affecting na

tional resources. 
l\fr. DUPRE. Affecting the gentleman from Massachusetts, 

who is a national resource? Is that the idea? · 
l\Ir. WALSH. Hardly that, although I have no objection to 

the gentleman accusing me of that, in view of my characteriza
tion yesterday, which I am happy to say has not affected the 
gentleman's good temper and genial disposition. 

Mr. DUPRE. It certainly has made the gentleman from 
Massachusetts amiable thi morning when he is asking sorne
thing for himself. [Laughter.] 

l\Ir. WALSH. I plead guilty to the usual failing of humb1e 
Members who are asking appropriations for their own particu
lar section. I was explaining why this matter had not beeu 
brought to the a-ttention of the committee. I think I bad stated 
that a survey bad been made by a board of engineers of this 
other proposed project, and the interests affected and particu
larly interested in this other project at another point in the 
harbor did not feel at this time they could make the contribu
tion which would be proper in order to have the dredging and 
the channel constructed at that point. The parties in interest 
here are at this time ready to contribute 50 per cent of the 
cost. 

Mr. DUPRE. The gentleman understands that he will have 
to wait until the next military appropriation bill for the money 
to carry out this project if it be authorized? 

Mr. WALSH. I understand from the explanation made by the 
gentleman ye8terday that that will be the case. 

l\Ir. DUPRE. All of which the gentleman understood before 
he sought the explanation? . 

Mr. WALSH. Oh, no; I think the gentleman does me an 
injustice there. 

i\lr. DUPRE. Not knowingly. 
Mr. WALSH. I really was asking the gentleman for infor

mation, because I was uncertain as to what the status of these 
projects would be, in view of the appropriation heretofore car
ried in the military appropriation bill. 

Now, that is all I have to say in reference to this project, 
except that it was passed upon by the Board of Engineers. The 
conditions imposed are that local interests or the Commonwealth 
shall contribut~ $51,000 toward this improvement, which it is 
estimated will cost $102,000. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. l\Ir. Chairman, it is my understanding that 
the comrnHtee informally coru;idered this report by the engi
neers and were ready to adopt it, but that we did not adopt it, 
solely owing to the circumstances suggested by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. He wanted a resurvey, with the idea of 
the adoption of another project to which local interests would 
largely contribute, and while I have no authority to accept the 
amendment as chairman of the committee, I do state my under
stancling is that the committee favored the project and the 
adoption of the recommendation of the engineers. 
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The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LYON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The CH.AIRMAN. The Olerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, between lines 21 and 22--

The CHAIRMAN. After the amendment just adopted? 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert a new paragraph, as follows : 
" Cape Fear River below Wilmington, N. C., in accordance with the 

report submitted in House Document No. 94, Sixty-seventh Congress, 
first session." 

Mr. LYON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
as I stated on yesterdayt the amendment as offered does not 
provide for any new project. It simply authorizes the present 
project to be changed so that the channel across the bar at 
the mouth of the Cape Fear River, Wilmington, N. C., can be 
straightened. This amendment has been approved by the War 
Department and the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Har
bors. This is one of those projects that I think meets with the 
approval, or perhaps will meet with the approval, judging from 
his ·remarks, of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BIDn'oN]. Now, 
I want to say this in regard to this amendment, that according 
to the engineers' report the cost of dredging this new channel 
would be very little, if any, more than to get the required 
depth in the _present channel. It proposes to straighten the 
channel so as to get the same depth at perhaps a less cost, 
but with a saving in maintenance .charge, according to the en
gineers, of about $60,000 a year. We have spent on this chan
nel as presently located hundreds of thousa.nds of dollars, and 
the channel to-day is in a worse condition than it was in 1916. 
They figure that the cost of building a new channel, dredging, 
and so forth, will be even less than it will cost to dredge the 
channel as at present located. The cost of maintenance will be 
considerably less, practically saving the Government some 
$60,000 or $65,000 each year. I will bring this thought to you: 
This change is bound to come some time. The engineers say 
the conditions are going from bad to worse, and it looks to me 
as if it would be economy to make the change at this time, so 
there will be no more money_ thrown away on the present 
channel. lJ}very year's delay means the expenditure of per
haps $100,000 on the channel as it is now located. I want to 
say this, that the bill now pending in the Senate has this item 
in it. I think there is no question of the fact that it will be
come the law, but I prefer to see it become a law in the House 
of Representatives rather than wait until it goes through the 
Senate, and 'I hope it will have the support of gentlemen on 
both sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, the aµiendtnent proposed by 
the gentleman from North Carolina was considered by the com
mittee. It is true that there was a favorable report by the 
Board of Engineers, and it is true that the Board of Engineers 
estimated that the annual maintenance would be reduced from 
$90,000 per annum to $30,000 per annum, and so a large saving 
will be made. It is true also that the 'Present channel is tortuous 
and dangerous, but the commerce on the Cape Fear River is 
not large enough so that we think that it would justify the 
item at the present time, and we have tried to keep the ex
penditures down just as low as possible. We th1nk the project 
should be adopted at the proper time, but we do not believe 
that it should be adopted now. 

Mr. LYON. Does not the gentleman think, though, that in 
view of the fact we are continuing to expend $90,000 a year in 
attempting to maintain the present channel that we should not 
wait until they have spent two or three hundred thousand 
dollars more before making this change? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I stated very frankly _the facts. 
Mr. LYON. I appreciate that. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. Does not the gentleman recognize the fact 

that by the adoption of this amendment it would mean the 
saving of money on the part of the Government in the end? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I stated the facts in regard to it. I said 
the engineers estimated that instead of costing $90,000 a year 
it will only cost $30,000 a year ; there has been an expenditure 
of $420,000 and-

Mr. DUPRE. In six or seven years the saving would pay 
for this improvement if authorized at the present time. Is not 
that so? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. After all--
Mr. LYON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. This is one of the clo e questions, I will 

say frankly. We thought we ought to keep within as narrow 
proportions as possible in spending the money, and I am oblig"Cd 
to say that this is one of the close questions. 

Mr. LYON. I want to make this statement: I wish to say 
about the additional cost of $420,000, that the estimated amount 

for the completion of the present project, which ha.s not been 
completed, is $303,000, and that amount is not available. And 
the engineel's state, I believe, that the difference in the cost of 
completing the presentproject.as the channel is now located; and 
the cost, if the change be made, will be less than $200,000. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is entirely correct. 
Mr. LYON. And we could save $60,000 a y~ for the main

tenance. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. All those things are true. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 

gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LYON]. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Sabine-Neches Waterway, Tex., in accordance with the reports sub

mitted in Ilouse Document No. 975, Sixty-sixth Congress, third ses
sion, and the supplemental reports submitted by the Chief of Engineers 
under date of February 25, 1922, and subject to the conditions set forth 
in said reports: Pt·o'!Jiaed, That no expense shall be incurred by the 
p.ntted States for a~quiring any la.nds required for the PUI'l'ose o! this 
im~rovement: P_romaea further, T!J.at before. entering upon the prose
cution of the lmprovements herem authorized, local interests shall 
guarantee, in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary of Wa.r that the 
United States will be held free from any claim for damages' resulting 
from the execution of the work heI"eby authorized. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
·Amendment o.ffe:red by Mr. DnrpsmY: Page 3, lines 14 15 and 16 

after the word "and " in line 14, strike out the words'" the suppl~ 
mental reports submitted by the Chief of Engineers under date of 
February 25, 1922," and insert in lien thereof the followina: "Senate 
Document No. 152, Sixty-seventh Congress, trecond session.?' 

Mr. DEl\fPSEY. Mr. Chairman, this is simply a formal 
amendment. The report was not in at the time this bill was 
prepared, but has come in, and we give it the proper designa
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend

ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. GARMTT of Texas: On page 3 after line 

24, insert the following paragraph : ' 
" Buffalo Bayou, Tex., in accordanee with the report submitted in 

House Document No. 93, Sixty~ eventh Congress, first session, and sub
ject to the conditions set forth in said document." 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. l\ir. Chairman, I feel confident if 
the gentlemen have examined House Document No. 93 and 
have looked into this project at all they will readily agree 
with me that this project should be included in this bilL This 
is what is known us the Upper Houston ship channel, which is 
a distance of about 6 miles from the turning basin to the foot 
of Main Street in the city of Houston. There is a considerable 
amount of traffic carried over this portion of the channel. I think 
in 1918 the report showed that there was over $26,000,000 of 
freight transported over this portion of the channel. It is now 
5 feet deep and a little over, and this is to authorize a depth of 
10 feet. 

The people of Houston have spent a great deal of their own 
money on this project. They have built a public free wharf at 
the foot of Main Street that cost $50,000, and the traffic is 
growing day by day. The immense industries of the Houston 
Ship Channel are served by it, and the coast country craft that 
ply from the foot of Main Street serve people that the larger 
vessels· do not serve. This project has been approved by the 
engineers, and it is one that ought to be in this bill. I would 
certainly feel very grai?eful to the chairman of the committee 
if he should agree with me that this should go in and, if not, 
that my good brethren here in the House will join me in put
ting it in this bill. 

Mr. DEl\!PSEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the pro
posed amendment read again, please. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without ·objection, the amendment will be 
again reported. 

The an1endment was again read. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, all I can say in regard to 

this amendment is this, that this is a part of the Houston Ship 
Canal, which is one of the great waterways of the country, 
doing a very large business, but while there is a favorable re
port the committee did not deem that this was the proper time 
to adopt it or incur the expenditure. On that account the com
mittee feels that the amendment should not be adopted. 
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Mr. GARRETT of Texas. The g-entleman will concede that 

this is a very meritorious project? 
Mr DEMPSEY. The Houston Ship Canal, I am frank to say, 

is on~ of the great waterways of the country. Of course, it is 
impossible to adqpt all these improvements at one time. I think 
the gentleman's amendment will prevail at some time, but we 
couid not accept it now. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. I hope the gentleman will accept 
it now, because to-day is the day of salvation, and to-morrow is 
uncertain. 

The CIIAIBMAN. -The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARRETT]. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Division, l\Ir. Chairman. 
The committee divided ; and there were-ayes 11, noes 23. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRl\IAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Red Lake and Red Lake River, Minn. ln accordance with the re

port submitted in House Document No. 61, Sixty-sixth Congress, first 
session, and subject to the oonditions set forth in said document. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. DEMPSllY : On page 4, between lines 8 and 9, 

insert the following paragraoh: 
"Mon~mgahela River, Pa.,- in acC()rdance with the report submitted 

in House Document No. 288, Sixty-seventh Congress, second session." 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, the Monongahela River 

has the largest traffic of any of these inland rivers of the 
whole country-over 24,000,000 tons. The traffic is not only tre
mendously great, but it is increasing very rapidly. At the pres
ent time not alone is the river, owing to the insufficiency of 
the improvements, unable to accommodate the traffic, but the 
traffic is positively dangerous. This condition is constantly 
increasing. Very great businesses are waiting upon the im
provements to be made which are contemplated in this report. 
Enormous sums will be expended the instant the Congress has 
adopted it. I know of no provision in this bill and know of no 
provision which could be inserted in any bill, which is more 
meritorious or which should be adopted in preference to this 
particular amendment. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the improve
ment of the Monongahela River into a great commerce-carrying 
waterway was a dream of George Washington in the early 
days of the Republic. 

On several occasions he traveled from the Point at Pitts
burgh, where the Monongahela joins with the Allegheny to 
form the Ohio, to its sources in the West Virginia mountains. 

In the diary which he kept on those journeys are many 
allusions to the strategic importance of the Monongahela and 
the possibility of making it part of a continuous waterway 
from the Gulf of Mexico to the Atlantic seaboard. 

But, Mr. Chairman, even the far-seeing Washington did not 
vision the actual accomplishments of the present. The river 
he followed through the wilderness is to-day the greatest com
merce-carrying waterway in the United States. In 1920 more 
than 24,000,000 tons were carried on its bosom, almost all the 
tonnage being coal for the great industries of the Pittsburgh 
district. 

I have been at Lock No. 3 on this river and have seen the 
continuous procession of the boats, at a time when 100,000 tons 
of coal were being locked through in 24 hours, while the empty 
barges were passing upstream. Such a sight can be seen on no 
other river in the United States. 

The Chief of Engineers, United States Army, has reported 
that the commerce on this river is increasing rapidly. With 
the increasing utilization of the river the correction of cer
tain physical disadvantages of the present locks and dams has 
been urgent. 

The Chief of Engineers sums up the case as :follows : 
The construction of an additional chamber at Locks Nos. 7 and 8 

is necessary to accommodate the increased traffic and also to avoid any 
interruption to the movement of coal should an accident occur to any 
one of the charobei:s. Where a dam is provided with a lock consisting 
of one chamber only, any accident to this lock interrupts traffic on the 
river. As stated in the reports of the district engineer and the Board 
of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, the movement of coal has grown 
to such amounts that any interruption is of far-reaching consequence. 
As an illustration it may be stated that there is one industrial plant 
on Pool 2 of the river which now uses about 35,000 tons ot coal per 
day, all of which is brought to it by water. It is readily seen that any 
interruption to this steady movement of coal would be most disastrous. 
Another industrial plant uses 14 000 tons of coal per day. Both of 
these plants are taking steps to lD.crease their facilities with a corre
sponding enlarged consumption of fuel. The increased movement of 
coal has also rendered necessari the extension of the guide walls of the 

lock, and in some cases the guard walls also. The term "guard wall" 
is applied to that wall in extension of the lock wall nearest to the dam 
The guard wall is a great measure of safety to the tl.eet, as it protects 
it from danger of being carried over the dam in high water. Under 
present conditions with the present guard walls tows proceeding down
stream are compelled to drive into the head of the lock at full speed 
in unfavorable conditions of wind and water, and this action has caused 
damage at several localities. The guard walls should therefore, be 
extended both for the safety of navigation and the safety of the locks 
themselves. There is great danger if the guard walls are not ext~nded, 
as stated in the report, of a serious accident involvin9 not only loss 
of 'property bat also loss of life. The term " guide wall ' is that given 
to the extension of that wall of the lock nearest to the land and gen
erally parallel to the ba.nk. The extent of tow movement on the river 
is now so great that where formerly vessels could tie up during foggy 
weather or exceedingly high winds they are now compelled to navi
gate as long as they possibly can. This means that tows are constantly 
arriving at the locks, and i.f the guide walls are not of sufficient length, 

-much time is lost in moving the tow into the lock, whereas with the 
guide walls of su.l'!icient length that they can accommodate the entire 
tow, the tow is able to move into the lock as soon as the gates are open. 
The extension of the guide walls is of first importance in securing the 
efficiency of the structures already existing, for cases are already not 
uncommon where a lock even with double chambers is kept in operation 
every minute of the 24 hours. • • • If the guide walls are not 
extended as recommendedh the locks in the course of a very few years 
will be unable to handle t e tramc desiring to pass through them_ The 
tow in times of high water can not remain unmoored a short distance 
above the lock without danger of being carried over the dam. It is 
necessary, therefore, that the tow, Jf it has to wait, be tied up imme
diately above the lock, so as to move into it at slow speed, or so far 
above it as to gain sufficient headway to permit maneuvering on ap
proach to the lock. The delay in the latter case will be readily recog
nized. 

• • • Since the improvements proposed by the district engineer 
are designed to meet the needs for increased capacity and to provide 
the facilities for expediting and safeguarding the important business 
of this river, the board is of the opinion that the work is worthy of 
being undertaken by the United States, and it therefore concurs with 
the district and division engineers in recommending the modification. 
of the existing project to the extent above indicated. The board be
lieves that the transportation facilities afforded by this improvement 
give such benefits to the general public through the reduction in cost 
of manufactured products that no local cooperation should be required • 

.After due consideration of the reports and also of the far-reaching 
economic results, I concur in general with the viewai of the district 
engineer, the division engineer, and the Board of Engineers for Rivers 
and Harbors, and therefore report that the further improvement of 
Monongahela River, Pa., is deemed advisable to the extent proposed 
and described above, at an estimated cost of $6,640,439. I concur with 
the district engineer and the board also in the opinion that no local 
cooperation should be required in this case. The initial appropriation 
should be $2,000,000 and the balance as required to complete the work 
in four years, with the exception of the second chamber at Lock No. 
8, wb,ose constrnction may probably be deferred until the movement 
of coal from the pool above it requires its use. . 

LANSING H. BEACH, Major General. 
Mr. Chairman, in 1886 an eminent English authority on the 

manufacture of iron stated that the iron trade in the northern 
part of the United States could never become one of a largely 
exporting character because of the distance at which iron ore 
and fuel lie apart and the expense of sending the product to the 
seaboard. 

This handicap has been overcome by American enterprise. 
The iron ore comes from the Lake Superior fields to the lake 
ports and thence to Pittsburgh. The coal can be brought to 
the center of manufacture by means of the Monongahela River. 

Upstream improvements are now essential, as the coal in the 
lower reaches is practically exhausted. Railroad transportation 
will not meet the need, because of the physical characteristics 
of the land. Nor can the steel companies provide the space 
necessary for incoming cars, for switching, and for empty cars. 

It is stated that within 5 miles from the river, in Pools 7 and 
8, there are hundreds of millions of tons of coal in the Sewickley, 
vein alone. This can be handled to the Pittsburgh district by, 
water at a saving of 5(} cents a ton. There are companies 
which use from 17,000 to 35,000 tons of coal every day, so that 
the saving involved would greatly lessen the cost of producing 
ii;on and steel. 

The United States has spent to date on the Monongahela River 
$8,041,855. This further amount of $6,640,439 will make a total 
of little more than half that spent on the locks at Sault Ste. 
Marie, which are,much less vital to American industry. 

In the Monongahela Valley, exclusive of the city of Pitts
burgh, are 34 cities, boroughs, and towns, with a population of 
250,000. The business activities of the valley are largely con
fined to two great industries-bituminous coal and the manu· 
facture of steel products. The presence of the vast beds of coal 
in the valley is largely responsible for the great steel industry .. 

Mr. Chairman, this is no local improvement, but one nation
wide in scope. It means cheaper production of the product::! 
which are basic in our civilization. It should inure to the bene· 
fit of every consumer in America, wherever located. 

I was glad to introduce as a bill the measure which is now 
incorporated in the amendment offered by the chairman of the 

· committee. It should be adopted without a vote in opposition, 
for it means benefit to every American. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend• 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Jamaica Bay, N. Y., and the entrance thereto, in accordance with the 

progressive project adopted by the river and harbor act approved 
June 25, 1910, with a view to securing a depth of 30 feet at mean low 
water a far as Mill Basin, subject to the conditions set forth in House 
Document No. 1488, Sixtieth Congress, second session. 

Mr. BOND. Mr. Chairman, I pre ent a committee amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers a 
committee amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BOXD : Page 6, strike out the paragraph 

"in Jines 14 to 20, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"Jamaica Bay, N. Y.: Any funds heretofore or hereafter appropriated 

for this improvement may be applied to providing the channels specified 
in House Document No. 1488, Sixtieth Congress, second session, with a 
depth of 30 feet at mean low water whenever and to such extent as the 
city of New York. shall cons truct or provide for the construction of 
terminals with facilities suitable t o channels of that depth : Provided, 
That the cit y of New York may be reimbursed for dredging and dis
posing of the material dr edged f rom the main interior channel at actual 
cos t : Provided further_. That such reimbursement which may include 
overdepth allowance not exc.-eding 1 foot shall be made on a cubic 
ya rd unit cost and shall not exceed a rate of 10 cents per cubic yard 
fo t· dredging and disposing of the dredged material, including any 
cost of in pection borne by the United States." 

Mr. BOND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remark in the RECORD. 

-The CHAIRl\.IAN (l\lr. WALSH). The gentleman from New 
York asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks 
in t he RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-

nized for five minutes. ' 
:.\Ir. B01'TD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, this is a pro

vi ion which was drafted by the .Army engineers, and which 
has the unanimous consent of the Committee on Rh"ers and 
Harbors, to carry into effect a contract which was entered into 
a number of years ago between three parties, the United States 
Government, the State of New York, and the city of New 
York. Under this contract tbe State was to deed to the city 
of ~ew York 16,000 acres of land. This has long since been 
done. The United States was to dredge the entrance channel 
to be protected by one or two riprap jetties to be prqvided 
when necessary. The limit of the expenditure of the United 
Stutes Government in any event was fixed by the term of the 
agreement at $7,450,000. The city on its part was to make these 
channel of service by dredging basins, erecting bulkheads, 
and by making suitable connections with the upland. While 
the original project as adopted provided for a 30-foot channel, 
it n lso provided that 18 feet was first to be provided and then, 
a commerce required, increased to 30 feet. The purpose of 
this amendment, which has the full approval of the Army 
engineer , and the phra eology of which was drafted by General 
Taylor, of the Board of Army Engineers, is designed to cany 
out the original project of a 30-foot channel in Jamaic'a Bay. 

A great work is being done at Jamaica Bay. It has the facili
tie , if properly developed, so that it may become one of the 
gr at loading ports of the world. 

This is an amendment which will make it possible to apply 
the money appropriated and to be appropriated to the improve
ment creating the 30-foot channel. 

This is another example of the pre. ent method adopted by 
Congress of only making appropriations for river and harbor 
improvement where there i local cooperation. In this particular 
in tance it is estimated that the expenditure of the city of New 
York for this improvement will be twenty times that of the 
United States Government. This is a part-a mo t important 
part~f the port of New York. While you all realize in a meas
ure the importance of the port of ~ew York, it might be well 
to place before you a few concrete fact . It i estimated that 
about one-half of all the foreign commerce of , the country goes 
through the port of New York. A port distr~ct was created by 
a joint act of the Legislatures of New York and New Jersey 
and ratified by the Congress of the United States. This port 
di 'trict of New York alone, as thus cr.eated, contains 105 or
ganized municipalities . It embraces a population of 8,000,000 
people and is served by 12 trunk-line railroad , which bring in 
and take out over 75,000,000 tons of freight per annum. An 
immense number of foreign and domestic steamships, not less 
than 8,000 in number, annually bring to or take from the port 
over 43,000,000 tons of freight per annum. There is an almost 
incalculable amount of local water-borne traffic within the port. 
T here is the most prodigiou manufacturing output in the world 
wichin a similar area, with a variety of product and commodi
ties to be handled unprecedented anywhere el e . There a re. over 
4 ,000,000 ton · of foodstuffs aione annually required by the people 
of the port district. 

The maf:,'IlitucJe of the .Jamaica Bay portion of the port of 
New York may be visualized when it if3 stated that it contains 
an area of 18! square miles and i · sufficient to include the har
bor· <Jf Liverpool, Rotterdam, Antwerp, and Hamburg, and still 
have some to spare. 

In carrying out its part of thi three-party agreement, 
during the last year the city of New York entered into a con
tract for the bulkbeading of 2,240 feet, extending south on 
Flatbush Avenue extended, to Rockaway Inlet, at a contract 
price of $525,000. This work is now more tllan two-third · com
pleted. April 8, rn21, the city of New York authorized the issu
ance of cor1)orate stock of $750,000 for dred~ing and bulk
heading coni;:truction. While the city of Kew York already 
owns most of tlle property adjacent to this development, it has 
adopted a plan an<l has taken actual steps to acquire aclcli
tional hmd at a cost e>itimated at $5,000,000. The city of New 
York is awake. It realizes that it must furniRh better harbor 
facilities than it has done in the past. and thi · is pa1·t and par
cel of the general cheme to accomplish th.is. Plans have been 
already drawn by the city of New York, anrl the money ha· 
been provic1ed for the building of additional dock!'> at Jamaica 
Bay. These <locks are of mo.' t modern construction, with most 
modern compliances and of a size never before constructed, one 
being 7:'37 feet wide by 1,000 feet Ion~. and the other being 
7G7 feet witle and 2,000 feet long. This modification-if it is 
even that-has the approval of the Army Engint>er and of the 
entire River and Harbor Committee, which lta. not only had 
hearings on the subject but it has exRmined Jamaica Bav and 
~as seen the work now being done by the city of Kew· York 
rn actual construction. 

This improvement is more than local, it is a part of the 
development of the transportation sy tern of the country. 
There is hardly any subject of more importance before the 
public to-day tllan that of transportation. No counb'Y can 
become truly great without a real system of transportation. 
Water transportation is. and always has been, the cheapei:;t 
form of tran ·portation. As the country grow in population 
and prosperity it will become increaF:ingly more neces ·a.ry to 
increase water transportation factlitie . It has been esti
mated that nearly one-half the cost of mo t nece~~rie. of life 
is for transportation and distribution. 

The entire bill under discussion appropriates in round nmu· 
bers on new projects and modification of old one $37,000,000. 
Only the most urgent of projects ham been included in th " bill. 
In addition to this sum ther was appropriated in the Army 
appropriation bill passed by the Ilou c for old projects antl 
their maintenance the sum of approximately $42,000,000. Con
sidering the tremendous commerce of the country carried on 
our watenvays this is an exceedingly small sum, and it is 
predicted by those who baYe given the subject mo-t thought 
that in the near future appropriations for i-:uch improvement. 
will be greatly in exce s of the amount being proYided thi 
year. ~fany other projects were presented to the commit
tee and disca1·ded , not because they were without merit, be
cause many of them were of exceeding merit but because 
it was felt that the :financial condition of the country i · at 
present such as not to warrant greater expendit11re at thi 
time. No doubt many of these will be considered at a lateL· 
date and adopted. I am sure the commerce of the country 
will wanant this action. · 

In the old days tllere used to be considerable c1iticism of 
rivers and harbor · appropriations, ancl there i · no doubt that 
in many instan<'e money was appropriatf'd for project :-; wllich 
did not have reHl merit. Under the present method, llowen~r, of 
framing these bills such a re. ult can neYer occur a;rnin. Titer<' 
is not a project in this bill which has not had the careful con
sideration and scrutiny of the Army engineers, who have spe
cialized in this cha meter of work, and ea.eh and every project 
contained in the bill has been approved and recommended by 
the Army engineers. Also it is the settled policy of tile com
mittee not to recommend any project in which the locality doe~ 
not baYe sufficient faith to cooperate to the exten t of ton
tributing its own funds to the enterprise. In most of tile l ' 
projects at least one-half of the expen ·e is borne lJy tlle locali
ties, and in many of them the localities bear tlle expen. ·e to n 
much larger proportion. This effectually doe a war with the 
old tendency to ask for Government improyement of project 
without merit, for no locality is willing to match money with 
the Government unle. s it con cientiously l elieYe · that th im
pro•ement when made n·ill be worth the money inye~tPd 

The members of your committee have gh"en thi , hill most 
careful and painstaking attention. and its nwmher~ fee1 surf' 
that it is a conservative rneasure, well worthy of your mo~t 
faYorable consideration. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. BOND. Yes. 
Mr. LAYTON. I understand that this amendment does not 

call for any larger appropriation? 
:Mr. BOND. That is correct. 
Mr. LAYTON. But owing to the congestion in the port of 

New York the city of New York has bought land on the north 
shore . and proposes there to erect docks and terminals in order 
to relieve that congestion? 

l\Ir. BOND. Yes; that is true. T.he city of New York let a 
contract last year of $535,000 for this work. Two-thirds of 
that work has been done. They also issued bonds for $750,000 
for this improvement. Piers, the largest ever built, have been 
planned for, and the money has been provided. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
~ fr. BOND. Yes. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. This addition to the terminal facilities is 

very much needed by the commerce of the city? 
Mr. BOND. It is tremendously needed. Nearly one-half ·of 

the commerce of the United States goes through the port of 
New York. It is very congested, and has been complained of a 

, great deal, and this is a part of the development, so as to relieve 
that congestion. [.Applause.] • 

The question i.ci on agreeing to · the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Waterway from the Mississippi River to the Sabine River, La. anQ. 

TPx.: The section from Calcasieu River to Sabine River, in accordance 
with the report submitted b:y the Chief -0f Engineers under date of 
.August 18, 1921, and printed m Senate Commerce Committee document. 

1\fr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
.Amendment offered by Mr. D»MPS&T: Page 6, line 24, a.nd page 7, 

lines 1 and 2, strike out the words " by the Chief of Engineers under 
date of .AugUJ'>t 18, 1921, and printed in Senate Commeree Committee 
document" and insert in lieu thereof the following: "in Senate Docu
ment No. 149, Sixty-seventh Congress, second session." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Trinity River, Tex., from Liberty to Dallas, In accordance with the 

r eport submitted in House Document No. 989, Sixty-sixth Congress, 
third ses ion. 

Mr. BRIGGS. 1\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This provision leaves the river open from the mouth 
up to Liberty, but provides for the abandonment of the stream 
from Liberty on up to Dallas? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Chairman and-gentlemen of the commit

tee, the Rivers and Harbors Committee has followed the recom
mendations of the Army engineers in declining to continue any 
further improvement of the Trinity River between Dallas and 
J. ... iberty, and in so doing has, in my opinion, been too greatly 
influenced by the expenditures heretofore made in the construc
tion of locks and dams in the upper part of the river, within 
50 miles of Dallas, without the development of a sufficient 
nmount of commerce to justify the investment. 

I do not intend to offer any extenuation or excuse for the in
vestment of nearly $2,000,000 in locks and dams in the upper 
part of the river under the plans pursued in the past. That 
was something with which I had nothing to do. Starting the 
improvement of the river at the head of the stream was, in 
my opinion, a grievous mistake, and one that has occasioned 
not only a considerable loss to the Government but has also 
resulted in the greatest injury to the further development of 
navigation upon the river and to those who would have made 
substantial use of the lower half of the waterway if its im
provement had been commenced at the mouth of the river and 
carried on up the stream as conditions required. 

In the development of the Mississippi River the plan appar-
. ~ntly deemed the proper and only logical one was to commence 

the improvement at the mouth of the stream and then carry it 
on up as the demands of commerce justified. And a similar 
course, it would appear, has been pursued with respect to other 
streams. Had the improvement Of the 1\Iississippi been marted 
at the-head of the stream instead of at its mouth, as was the 
plan pursued with respect to the Trinity, the great Port of New 
Orleans would never have been developed and there probably 
would have been no navigation of consequence upon that great 
waterway. · 

But in the case of the Trinity, Congress saw fit to start the 
improvement at the head of the stream and work downward to 
the mouth, and now appears disp-0sed to condemn the river be
cause the lock and dam construction in the upper part of the 
.stream has not provided. the commerce anticipated in- that 
section of the river. Had the . development of the stream pro
ceeded from its mouth northward, it would have permitted 
commerce to have utilized the stream to the fullest, and, as 
the development proceeded, would have afforded not only a 
waterway for the surrounding country but an outlet to the 
sea for the vast resources of timber and other building material, 
as well as the agricultural products of the territory along the 
waterway. 

I therefore insist that the previous action of Congress in 
starting the improvement of the Trinity at the wrong end can 
not justify the conclusion that the improvement of the lower 
half of the stream would not develop enough commerce to make 
further investment advisable at this time. . 

It is true that after much invespgation and a number of 
hearings it was made apparent that the improvement of the 
river, by open channel work, from the mouth of the stream as 
far up as Liberty ought to be continued .and that this recom
mendation has been adopted by the committee, and it is further 
true that, a.s such improvement proceeds and commerce develops, 
additional development of the river northward will probably 
be made; yet this does not, in my opinion, justify the present 
abandonment of the remainder of the lower half of the stream, 
although it may not be regarded by the committee as being 
advisable to continue further lock and dam construction. 

The conclusion of the Army Engineers and of the Rivers and 
Harbors Committee tha.t enough commerce could not be expected 
to develop to justify further improvement of the section of the 
stream between Long Lake or Hurricane Shoals and Liberty, 
either by virtue of a plan for additional locks and dams or 
open channel work, is not, in my opinion, borne out by the testi
mony adduced upon the several hearings held by the engineers 
at my request within the past three years. 

At a hearing recently before the Rivers and Harbors Committee 
upon this project I took occasion to review some of the testimony 
which came from those residing in various counties along the 
river, who have been for years and are now intimately ac
quainted with the stream, the adjacent territory, and the re
sources. and available commerce of that section. It is so im
portant that I feel it proper to again refer t-0 the same with 
reference to the present transportation conditions which have 
particularly emphasized during and since the World War the 
great need of a more adequate development of the waterways. 

Everywhere there is felt the discomfort and, no doubt, the dis
tress, in many case.ci, flowing from the scarcity of houses and 
apartments for rent and the alarmingly high and necessary 
prices that must be paid to keep a shelter over one's head. 
Building operations-either industrial, business, or for home 
use-are not keeping pace with the demand ; and one of the 
chief reasons why is the reluctance of those able to build to 
pay the high costs of construction, especially of building mate
rial. Entering into this cost will be found the cost of trans
portation as one of the greatest factors, whether the material 
moved is steel from the mills or gravel from the pit or stone 
from the quarry. 

Can anyone, therefore, fairly argue that the failure of indi
viduals and communities to get reductions in costs of trans
portation to haul building material both for building and high
ways is not delaying the solution of both the housing and trans
portation problem? Certainly it needs no argument to demon
strate that for many years to come the railroads will not be 
able to carry the tremendous amount of growing traffic that 
will have to be moved. 

But it is not alone a case of entire want of such facilities in 
many most important cases, but even where such transportation 
can be obtained it is at such greatly increased costs that cheap 
materials can no longer be hauled and remain cheap. Perhaps 
no group of men better appreciate or are more familiar with 
that situation than the Army engineers. The great Government 
pr-0jects of which they are in charge have reflected these enor
mous increases not only in the actual costs but must, so far as 
freights are concerned, still be anticipated in their estimates in 
some appreciable dee<TI"ee. 

But even the Government does not have brought home to it 
and does not encounter the difficulties to the same extent or in -
quite the same discouraging degree as those engaged in work 
other than that for the Government. The- Government, because 
it is the Government and its projects are the projects of all, 
commands the advantage of priorities in shipment, and can get 
materials hauled where others can not, even though transporta
tion charges are abnormally high. 
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Perhaps as alarming a development as can be cited is that 
there nowhere appears to be any prospect of a substantial de
cline in railroad freight rate . 

This condition of lack of transportation, as well as high 
·co t, threatens to result in still greater confusion and de
morallzation unless the waterways of this country can be 
utilized. · 

I am well aware of the efforts of the past to develop inland 
waterway transportation and the discouraging results that 
have followed from the standpoint of the actual use of the im
proved streams. It has not been contended, and, of course, can 
not be. that -the waterway" have not brought about enormous 
reductions to the people in freight rates. But in doing so the 
commerce on the streams has for the most part been destroyed, 
for the charges the railroads made were o low-admittedly in 
. ome cases by the railroad heads to be at cost and perhaps at an 
actual loss-on the haul that water rates were practically met, 
a.nu shippers, where it was pos ·ible to do so, would use the rail
road in preference to the stream. ~.rhe railroads ne\er allowed 
water competition to divert from theru any traffic, even if it 
required, a stated, rail rates to be made so low that there was 
no profit in the haul. Moreover, they would not issue through 
or joint rates and declined to issue through bills where hauls 
.were to be partly by rail and partly by water, thereby keeping 
through traffic not originating on a river or other stream from 
U.8ing an inland waterway. This i · not forming an indictment 
of the railroads; it is reciting only actual experience and gives 
the reasons why commerce ha · not developed on our streams 
when railroads were ufficiently near to erve the needs of com
munities and shippers. 

But these lessons have not been taken by the people a i·ea
;·ons for abandoning their stream and turning over their entire 
transportation need to the railroads for solution. Instead. the 
public has sought for and found. I believe, the means of cor
recting and checking an artificial-not natural-condition which 
has prevented the use of natural highways, trearu.,, when all 
facilities for transportation are needed and, as previously as
.,erted, more de :pera tely than ever to-day. 

Conditions, too, have changed greatly in the last three years. 
The railroads have only recently notoriously broken down. 
They were in that condition before the Government took them 
over. The strain to which they were objected by the vast war 
movement did not benefit them, and gave no opportunity 
to bring them up to the fullest mea ure of efficiency to which 
they might be raised. It was only with the greatest effort and 
exhaustion of every available resource that they could be 
coaxed and forced into carrying the tonnage that imply had 
to be carried to win the war. 

Even then the country released them from every haul con
sidered bv the Government unnecessary, or rather subordinated 
to the exigencies of the time. They hauled little bulk freight
whether steel, ore. stone, gravel, lumber, or what not-that was 
not immediately destined for war material or as a direct aid in 
supplying the facilities required to carry on the war. 

This is not said in criticism-for the tonnage the railroads 
carried in freight and passengers was enormous-but to em
phasize how industry, ordinary commerce, and public and pri
vate improvements, in a general way, were inten·upted, halted, 
and delayed for several years; everybody and every industry 
ha Ye held off buying as far as they could since the war, wait
ing for costs to come down; but the purchase of machinery, 
equipment, supplies, or raw materials would not longer be post
-poned, probably, if transportation charges were sufficiently re
duced. 

It would be a bad enough situation if the railroads only had 
to meet the problem of moving the tonnage that the people of 
the country have been waiting . to have moved since the wa1• 
began and also the normal current demand for transportation. 

Oul;- comparatively recently the public had the e:x:perience of 
irn1tlequate roadbed , equipment, an<1 terminals to even take 
c:are of that situation, and there was further presented an even 
more aggravated situation during the previous immense move
ment in the foreign trade, coal shortages in sections of our own 
country, with the greate"'t crops. which had to be moved, that 
perllaµs this country ha· ever produced. 

'l'be coal situation and the crop movement were more than 
temporary situations, and were contributing factors which 
added to the congestion produced by the more constant causes 
and demonstrated the demoralization in railroad transportation 
from which there is no relief except through the waterways. 

But perhaps even such desperate conditions might not suffice 
to persuade the railroads to forego their practice in the past of 
throttling water competition by putting into effect-and either 
maintaining or raising later-rates which operate to drive 
water traffic and steamboats from the rivers; so Congress in the 

recent tnnsportation act of 1920 (pars. 1 and 2 of sec. 406) 
provided that the Interstate Commerce Commission shall not 
grant any authority to railroads exempting them from the oper
ation of the so-called long and short haul provision "on account 
of merely potential water competition, not actually in exist
ence," and further provided: 

Wherever a carrier by raih'oad shall, in competition with a water 
route or routes, reduce the rates on the carriage of any specie · of 
freight to or from competitive points, it shall not be permitted to in
crea~se such rates unless, after hearing by the commission it shall be 
found that sueµ proposed increase rests upon changed conditions other 
than the elimination of water competition. 

It has beeu charged that the purpose of this statutory inhibi
tion against i·aising rates after reduction to meet a potential or 
actual water competition has been practically defeated and its 
value destroyed, by the ability of the railroads to recoup their 
lbsses or increase their earnings under the discretionary power 
heretofore vested in the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
waive the operation of the "long and short haul" clause, and 
allow the railroads to charge less for long than short hauls. 
By the amendment referred to of the interstate commerce act 
the Interstate Commerce Commission is now prohibited from 
authorizing any such waiyer on account of merely potential 
water competition not actually in existence, and thereby vitality 
will be given to the other provision which prohibits increase of 
rates after being once reduced, except under certain conditions. 

While it is often argued that railroads were accustomed fre
quently to raise their reduced rates made to destroy water 
competition. after such destruction had been completed, this 
was by no ·means general ; and it is common knowledge that 
such low rates were kept in effect to deter the .establishment 
of any new river or waterway service. Therefore the clause 
prohibiting increase after reductions was seldom, if ever, 
called into operation, as the railroads could recoup their losses 
01· increase their earning through the indefinite suspension of 
the " long and short haul" clause, and therefore were indif
ferent. But now, once railroad rates are reduced to destroy 
water competition, they must stay reduced until changed condi
tions obtain other than the elimination of water competition. 
And railroads will not be permitted to recoup losses or increase 
earnings in another way. 

But the. e are not all the regulatory measures recently 
adopted to meet and correct the condition which previously has 
enabled the railroads to destroy the traffic on the waterways 
and deprive the country of their service. 

Congress, in the new transportation act of 1920, has further 
conferred the great power upon the Interstate Commerce Com· 
mission of fixing not only maximum but minimum railroad 
rates. This will enable the Interstate Commerce Commission 
to protect the waterway transportation from the assaults of 
the railroads by preventing them from reducing their rates to 
a point that will destroy the competition, although unprofitable 
otherwise. 

Moreover, provision is made for through rates, and a maxi
mum charge where one of the carriers is a water line. This 
is one of the powers that the commission seetned inclined to 
think it previously had, but concerning which apparently the 
railroads took a contrary view. It now moves out of the sphere 
of controversy and becomes one of the further aids that water
way advocates have urged as necessary to a successful solution 
of waterway commerce. 

At the risk of perhaps being regarded as tedious, I have 
dwelt at some length upon recent fundamental and vital 
changes in economic and transportation cond-itions. I have 
also called attention to new statutory powers and inhibitions 
that are regarded as means for bringing about reforms which 
will enable waterways to develop lines and commerce and 
succeed when improved consistently with present and prospec
tive needs. 

But I have not yet directed attention to a recent declaration 
of policy by Congress that is equally important and deserves 
the closest consideration by all. 

Section 500 of the transportation act of 1920 expressly de
clares-

It is hereby declared to be the policy of Congress to promote, en
coura "'e and develop water transportation service and facilities in con
nectio0n 'with commerce of the United States, and to foster and preserve · 
in full vigor both rail and water . transportation. 

Of course, no one knows better than Congress the history of 
the decline of inland waterway transportation in this country, 
with the reasons and causes for such decline. Nor is !!DYOne 
better informed upon the deplorable lack of commerce and ship
ping on improved or partly improved waterways, capable of 
handling a very large tonnage in the aggregate. And yet with 
the picture before it of the rather disastrous past experience 
of the waterways in competition with the i·ailroads, Congress 
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has determined and declared in um~istakable language that 
the waterways of this country shall riot be abandoned, but in· 
stead shall be promoted, enc.ouraged, and developed, with neces
sary service and facilities, and that both rail nnd water trans
portation shall be fostered and preserved in full vigor. Could 
language be sh'onger in enunciation of a present and future 
policy or more convincing that Congress had made up its mind 
definitely that the 1Vaterways are absolutely necessary and must 
be preserved and fostered because they are needed? Feeling 
also, because many, owing to unfair competition, may not be 
used as they ought to be used and many may not be paying now 
reasonable returns on the Government investment, that is no 
reason for abandoning them. It is rather viewed as only a 
more urgent reason for removing their artificial handicaps and 
putting them to service. The railroads under Governme:11.t oper
ation lost a billion dollars in two years and a half, and under 
priYate control continue to lose at the rate of a hundred million 
a month-which the Government paid for a while-in spite of 
rate increases, which the public continues to pay in high freight 
an<l passenger rates. But this is not regarded as any reason for 
abandoning the railroads, in the face of an unprecedented need 
and demand for transportation. And yet these losses aggre
gate more, probably, than the total cost, extending over more 
tlrn n a hundred years, of improving and developing not only all 
the inland waterways of the United States but the coast waters, 
ports, and harbors as well, with all the cost of maintenance 
thrown in. According to the Report of the Chief of Engine.ei·s 
for 1921, the total amount of all appropriations made by Con
gre:::s was $1,072,611,103.44. 

Attention has been pointedly called, though in a rather general 
way, to the new and changed conditions because of the argu
mE>nts so often voiced that since the building of the railroads 
riwr traffic has gone never to return. I think it has been 
dernonsh'ated that there is very little, if any, basis left for such 
a conclusion if improvements of the waterways are continued 
under the present declared policy of Congress. in the light of 
such new conditions aml with the statutory safeguards which 
it has so recently provided-quite aside from other most im
portant considerations as applicable to the Trinity. 

It is therefore erroneous to argue that because the Trinity 
River lost the largest part of its boat traffic after the coming 
of the railroads that it can never be restored. 

The Trinity Rtrnr, in fact, enjoys additional considerations in 
farnr of its improvements not enjoyed by a great many other 
improved waterways, and in this connection I desire to call 
attention to the evidence developed on the last hearing before 
you of the enormous quantities of hardwood timber in the 
bottom lands and the vast deposits of stone and lignite along the 
banks of the river, as well as to the sand and gravel in its bed. 
~ot only in the testimony of the witnesses who have ap

peared at the various hearings has this condition been ma.de to 
appear but it is confirmed by the original survey report of 
Colon9l. Barden and the supplemental or reexamination report 
of Colonel Cosby. 

Mr. D. A. Nunn, of Crockett, one of the most prominent 
citizens in that community and who is exceptionally well posted 
on the situation, testified that between Hur1~icane Shoals 
( ec. 20) and White Rock Shoals (sec. 25) there are over 
1,000,000,000 feet of merchantable hardwood timber. He fur
ther states the great body of the same is right adjacent to tlie 
river. 

Practically all witnesses agree that upon this land there can 
con ervatively be cut 5,000 feet of merchantable timber to the 
acre, worth at least $5 a thousand. Some of the witnesses 
gaYe actual estimates running up to 10,000 feet to the a.ere, but 
for purposes of average it may be assumed that there are 
onl~- 5,000 feet to the acre. _ 

The supplemental or reexamination report also shows that 
while there are 250,000 acres of land in the valley within 1 
mile of the river between Long Lake (mile 316) and the mouth 
of the stream, yet the total area of land nearer to the river than 
to a railroad from Long Lake to the mouth i · approximately 
1,084,100 acres, the great bulk of which, as all witnesses testified 
an<l the reports reflect, is heavily timbered. There are from 
five to ten billion feet of timber on these acreages, valued at 
from $25,000,000 to $50,000,000. 

In fact, the reports show that of the 675,000 acres of bottom 
lands in tbe reach from Dallas to the mouth only about 10 per 
cent was cultivated, and of the territory within 1 mile of the 
rh-er only about 14 per cent. It is assumed that these figm·es 
are avernges, as in some· localities, like that of Trinity County, 
it is reflected by the testimony of Mr. Renfrow, of Trinity, that 
oveL' ~O per cent is in cultivation, and, according to :Messrs. 
V\·ooters and Ellis, of Houston County, out of 89,000 acres o>er 
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40 per cent was cultivated. Of course, it is frankly admitted 
that the cultivation along some parts of the river is very much 
greater than it is along other parts. 

But it is apparent from only brief computation that several 
billion feet of hardwood, merchantable timber is to be found in 
the bottom lands along the lower. Trinity, conservatively valued 
at $25,000.000 at the least estimate. Surely this great asset of 
the country i.s >Yorth sa-ving and ought not to be destroyed. 

It moreover offers commerce both in rough and milled lumber 
right on the banks of the stream. 

But these vast resources of timber are not all that is avail
able for tonnage on the stream. The great deposits of lignite, 
which are shown to exist along the banks of the river, and the 
great stone quarries there and adjacent thereto, with a prac
tically inexhaustible supply of gra-vel out of the bed of the 
stream, will, aside from farm products, supply river traffic with 
a tremendous amount of commerce. 

In this connection attention is further called to the tact that 
while it may be true that roadways will be needed to the ri"rnr 
to enable much of the lands in the bottoms to reach steamboat 
landings, yet it will be possible to construct such roadway_ at 
a tremendously less cost if the river can be utilized to haul 
the material entering into their construction than if those same 
materials haYe to be hauled by railroad and then again hauled 
from there by teams and wagons or trucks. In fact, one witnes~. 
Mr. H. H. Haines, then general manager of the Galveston Com
mercial Association and now with the Houston Chamber of 
Commerce, and a traffic man of long experience, stated at the 
he.aring at Galve:;;ton in March, 1920, that if the river could be 
utilized to haul the road materials for construction of rouo. 
from the river through the bottom lands, that the cost of such 
construction would not exceed, probably, $5,000 a mlle, a. 
against $12,000 a mile if the haul had to be made by railroad. 

Judge G. C. Clegg, of Trinity, Tex., testified his precinct had 
voted a $2-00.000 bond issue for construction of a roadway to 
the river, but that the railroad freight rates on road material are 
so high it was impossible for them to go ahead with the work. 

Mr. Woolsey, of Trinity County, another witness at the Gal
Yeston bearing, stated that if the river could be utilized it 
woulq mean a saving on hauling of gravel o~ shell of · $50,000 
or $70,000-referring apparently to the road bond issue teErtifietl 
to by Judge Clegg-and that the money for road improvement 
in Trinity County is lying idle now in bank on account of 
present prohibitive freight i·ate on gravel. · It might be adde<l 
that, irrespective of the high freight rates, it is almost impos
sible to even get cars to haul it. 

The witnesses at the Galveston hearing particularly stressed, 
as I altiO desire to do, the fact of the great saving there will be 
'in road consh'uction along the river if the river is impro>ed so 
that the road materials can be carried on the stream to their 
destination and the roadways built from the river at or along 
to point beyond, instead of having to carry such materials on 
the railroads and build from the railroads. 

It ·eems to me, as it seems to the people of my distiict, that 
the tremendous importance and value of this difference and dis
tinction was not sufficiently appreciated in the conclusion· 
reached in the supplemental report with reference to the im
provement of the Trinity above Liberty. There seems to he no 
great difference of opinion concerning the fact that some ron1l
way must be built, though there may not be accord and agl'ee
ment as to the nature and extent of the same. 

But there is the gravest difference in the conclusions whicll 
have been drawn, particularly in the reexamination report, that 
it will be as easy to build from the river farms and bottoms to 
the railroad as it would be from those lands to the river. To 
appreciate the error of this conclusion we have only to consider 
the fact that 250.000 acres of the finest river bottom land is 
according to tile supplemental or reexamination report withiu 
1 mile of the river from Long Lake to its mouth. It is also re
cited in the report that the acreage in the valley nearer the river 
than to the railroad from Long Lake to the mouth is 1,087,100 
acres, and it may be a<lded with a growth of from five to ten 
billion feet of timber. It is further the testimony of sul>
stantially all the witnesses that the railroad is for the most 
part many miles from the river. except a short line between 
Livingston, in Polk County, and Weldon, in the southern part 
of Houston County, which is 28 miles long and runs at :m 
average of 7 miles from the river. 

l\'Ir. D . .A. Nunn, of Crockett, at the Galveston hearing, testi
fied that the river is from 14 to 25 miles to possibly 35 miles 
frolll the railroad up in his section; that is in t.he section be
tween White Rock and Hurricane Shoals. He further testified 
he had no lines of railroacls paralleling the river, excepting at 
something like 14 to 30 miles. He further testified that farmers 
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now have to haul their cotton and drive their hogs 20 to 25 
miles into Crockett, where i:hey met the railroad. 

l\fr. W. L. Smithers testified that between Riverside and Long 
Lake it was from 15 to 20 miles in most-places .on the riv-er to 

· the nearest railroad line. 
Mr. 1\1. A. Milliff also testified that under existing conditions 

and from the large farms along the section of the river between 
Trinity and Hurricane Shoals and above, lJl'oducts are now be
ing transported 15 to 35 miles by wagon. It seems unnecessary 
to refer to the testimony of any other 'Witnesses, as ·reference to 
the stenographic reports of ~ hearings will reftect that par
ticularly all witnesses testified to the same effect. 

It will also be recalled that the original and supplemental 
reports, as well as the testimony, reflect that the width of i.he 
valley i only from 3 to 7 miles except at a few places. It is 
therefore readily apparent that the distances necessary to con
struct roads to the river would be far less than the distance 
necessary to construct roads to -railroads. 

In calling particular attention to the great advantage th3,.t the 
Trinity River enjoy_s in its great latent commercial resources 
over many other inland water-ways, I do not desire to under
estimate or ha>e ycm t-0 lose sight of the remarkable fertility of 
the bottom lands and their great productive power. Practically 
all the witne ses at the hearings held before you last Sept-em
ber, and tbe one at Galveston, agree in •stating that these lands 
in seasonable years will 'Produce from tlrr~uarters of a bale 
to a bale per acre, and from 40 to 60 bushels of corn, in addi
tion to being especially adapted to the raising of the finest sugar 
cane. It was :further testified that 20 hogs per acre can be 
raised each year. In this connection the board will further 
recall that i\Ir. Smithers and Mr. Nunn, I think, and oth~rs, 
testified that the farmers, however, to g~t their hogs to market 
had to drive them from .20 to 25 nnl.es in the heat- of summer, 
causing them to suffer great lo s in weight ·and some to die on 
the way, and that if water transportation were available on 
the river hogs could be transported without any loss at -all times 
of the year. 

Mr. H. J. Arledge, of Crockett, states that he has to haul his 
"Products from his farm to Crockett, 25 miles away, at a cost 
of 70 cents per hundred pounds. • 

1\le srs. Daniel and Arrington, of Crockett, state that their 
cost on a 25-mile haul of their products from their stream is 
from 65 to 70 cents a hundred pounds, while Mr. W. L. ·Smitbers, 
of Walker County, testified that such estimate was -entirely too 
low and at least $1 to $1.50 would be nearer a correct estimate 
of such cost. 

This testimony is not conjectural, but is based upon the actual 
experience of men who own and operate farms along the river 
and actually tram,'Port their 'Products the distances named in 
order to get to a market or · the railroad. 

To further illustrate, not only the tremendou ly high cost to 
which the river-bottom farmers are ubjected in order to get 
their crops to market, but the additional impessibility in many 
cases of moving them at all, as will be -remembered by the board 
to have been disclosed by the testimcmy at the last hearing 
before you. It will be recalled that in the te timony on that 
occasion it appeared that it took four mules to haul out from tbe 
river farms 5 bales from 15 to 35 miles to market, and that the 
strain on the teams is so great that -they can only make two 
trips a week. 

Testimony then further developed that du~ to such difficulty 
many of the products grown on the river farms, such as sugar 
cane, corn, and other grain, had either to be thrown away or 
fed to the hogs. 

It will be ·further borne in mind that on the hearings the fur
ther startling fact was disclosed that it was costing from $25 
to $30 an acre to clear the bottom land of timber so that it 
might be fa1·med, and that such timber when cut had to be 
burned up and destroyed because there was absolutely no way 
of getting it out to market in spite of its great 'Value. 

It is further to be borne in mind that efforts have been made 
in the past to save this timber by trying to raft it down the 
stream, but the logs have proven too heavy to float in most 
cases and in others the driftwood and snags cause the rafts 
to be lost and the effort to save the logs to be discontinued. 

Mr. M. A. Milliff, at the hearing in September, stated in his 
letter that three years before he had gotten a timberman inter
ested, and he cut several hundred logs along that section of 
the river and tried rafting them to the International & Great 
Northern Railroad at Riverside. but owing to shoals and snags 
.and overhanging tjmber that grew along the -river bank he lost 
most of his timber and all of his money. 

It appears that an Indiana company installed a hardwood 
lumbex ~ mill on the banks of - the river somewhere between 

Hurricane Shoals and White Rock Shoals to manufacture tiln
ber for the construction of wagons. 

Mr. D. A. Nunn, of Houston County, testified at the Galves
ton 'hearing that the man in charge of the mill told him that 
he was more concerned now over getting his lumber out from 
his mill than about anything else ; that he could not truck it 
out and that it cost too much to haul it to Crockett, 20 miles 
away, by wagon; that be is still cutting lumber and stac.b.."'ing 
it, but has not shipped a plank to his factory because of lack 
of ·transportation facilities. · 

l\fr. W. F. Bruton, of Houston Oounty, testified that he had 
lately made a contra€t with a sawmill in that part of the coun
try for '$50,000 worth <>f timber, but that the contract had a 
provi o that if the company could not get the lumber down the 
Tiver "the contract was to be null and void. That they have 
put ·about $10,000 worth in the river about 15 miles up from 
the lower lock, and eventually the timber got torn loose and 
lost and they had to quit. That about eight months ago he 
also sold lumber at $10 a tree; that the buyers cut about 75 
trees and quit because they had no transportation and could 
not get the trees out. 

Surely it is scarcely to be imagined that this great natural 
wealth of timber, stone, lignite, gravel, and sand, of which the 
world is in such great need to-day, and these remarkably fertile 
bottom lands, with their power to raise the greatest supply of 
farm 'Products so necessary for the lif'e of the Nation and even 
countries abroad-surely, I say, it can not be contemplated that 
they are to be abandoned when a great natural w.aterway is at 
their door offering, with some improvement, an outlet for all 
their great latent commerce. 

Criticism is made in the supplemental report to the effect 
that statistics do not show that the use of the pool immediately 
above White Rock Shoals has been very great, being 12,143 tons 
for 1917, 1918, and 1919 (p. ·GO of H. Doc. 989). In the :first 
place, the question of getting accurate statistics in these locali
ties is very difficult, as witne"s the showing at the September 
hearing of the commerce in Cham~rs County, which was far 
in excess of the Government reports, and, ·secondly, the pool 
with 6-foot depth only extends 13 miles and can serve only a 
ID-Ost restricted territory, g!ving it really a distinctly local char
acter. In fact, the bottom land adjacent thereto may all be 
owned by one individual or company, as .seems most likely to be 
the ca e, and the marketing or manufacturing of the timber on 
uch property may be slower than would ordinarily be the ca e 

where in the hands of' more active owners. The fact, however, 
th.at one hai1dwood mill has already located along the banks of 
the pool is a very good indication that with the opening up of 
additional territory by extending _further the improvement of 
the Trinity other mills and industries will also be established 
upon the b-anks of the stream. 

When the development or improvement of the river is made 
and the reaches extended so as to give assurance of it~availa
bility for more general use, prospective mill and lumber com
panies and other industries will organize with the knowledge 
that when they engage in any enterpri e on a large scale there 
will be a fairly dependable and reliable means of getting bot11 
to and from their plants or mills the rough and finished mate
rial. 

Witness after witness at the heatings has stated that if the 
improvement of the river is made additional lumber mill will 
be built along its_ banks and that steamboat lines will be estab
lished and boats built, and that they will ..,hip their products 
down the river and utilize -the stream for the hauling of ma
terial to build their highways, and for other PUl'PO es. Such 
men as l\fr. D. A. Nunn, of Houston County, one of the most 
substantial and well-to-do citizens of that community; Mr. 
J. W. Coctlran, a banker of Polk County; Mr. G. C. Clegg, a 
prominent lawyer with large farming interests, of Trinity 
County ; Mr. M. A. 1\Iilliff ; and a number of other witnesses con
firm this statement in their testimony. 

All these citizens argue irresistibly, it seems to .me, for the 
continued improvement of the river. 

It is true that the estimates of the cost of canalization of the 
lower Trinity are apparently _large, but again it eems as if a 
greater use of the river for hauling material could be made 
it would reduce these estimates considerably. To do this would 
no doubt involve cleaning out the lower river and removing 
the drift and nags and some of the bars, so that at periods of 
high water supplies could be h·ansported to points where con
struction was being undertaken. 

But this cleaning out and snagging of the river should be 
done in any event and without delay. The consensus of opinion 
t estified to by those who live along the stream being tbat they 
have had no dangerous overflows where such cleaning and snag-

' 
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ging ·has been done. Overflows. I think the engineers generally 
concede. have a most damaging effect upon the navigable char
acter .of the stream. 

So, if you should be of the opinion that under present condi
tion · it might not be possible to substantially reduce the esti
mates and that prevailing costs will not justify the adoption at 
thi · time of the proposed lower Trinity River project as a 
whole, yet would it not be more in line with the declared policy 
of Congress to sanction at least the further improv-ement now 
of cleaning, snagging, and removing bars in not only the section 
from Galveston to Liberty but al o in so~e other section or 
sections above the coastal plain and reaching more into the 
heart of the lower Trinity? 

The supplemental report hows that this can be done even 
under existing conditions at no great expense. The estimate 
for the total work of thoroughly snagging and removing ob
struction to na vlgation from the mouth of the river to Long 
Lake was only $438,000, and that the following estimates would 
cover such improvement in the following sections: 
From the mouth of the river to-

£[~:~~ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: $2~~: ggg 
From Lock 25 (White Rock Sho:ils ) to Lock 20 (Hurricane 

Shoals)--------------------------------------------- 124, 000 

It hould further be considered that the undisputed testi
mony of witnesses, as well as the :findings of the Government 
engineers, shows beyond question that a thriving open-river 
traffic was carried on in the early days, especially from 1867 
to 1878, before the advent of the railroads. Within the period 
named it appears there were some 44 boat , ranging from 65 to 
480 tons burden, engaged in trade between the mouth of the 
river and as far up as Porters Bluff, and even occasionally to 
Dallas. One vessel is mentioned as 150 feet long and 35 feet 
wide, with a carrying capacity of 700 bales of c€>tton, from Lock 
Ridges Bluff. Captain Van Devender testified that in 1869 two 
boats were built, with a cargo capacity of 1,800 bales of cotton, 
plying between l\Iagnolia, near .Long Lake, and the mouth of the 
river. Navigation was not considered hazardous at a reason
able stage of water. · 

The method by which the railroads destroyed the river 
traffic has already been discussed, and the changed conditions 
to-day, with the new statutory restraints imposed upon the rail
roads, as well as the recently declared policy of Congress, has 
been cited in verification of the fact that the conclusion is 
erroneous that commerce, because it has once been driven 
from the river, will never return. Even if the report of Colonel 
Barden, prepared in 1916, and before the present tran porta
tion needs and problems had become so acute, and before Con
gress had passed the remedial legislation referred to, attention 
wa.~ called by him to the vast timber resources of the region 
and the finding made that probably eight to twelve million tons 
of hardwood alone was available for river shipment · below 
Dallas; and after pointing out that llardwoods were then being 
marketed by water in limited amounts .further expressed the 
conclusion that "there ~eems to be no reason why an in
creasing amount can not be handled by small towboats and 
barges in the open river." (Sec. 53 of report.) So it is shown 
that even from the standpoint of Colonel Barden that as late 
as 1916 there was every reason to expect a profitable open-river 
commerce in lumber if the stream was kept clear of obstruc
tions. 

Regarding the improvement from the mouth to Liberty, the 
testimony shows in the most cogent way not only the value but 
the necessity of this part of the waterway to that section. 

In fact, Judge C. N. Smith, the county judge, Liberty County, 
in te tifying before the district engineer at Galveston on the 
hearing, stated that the county had experienced much trouble in 
securing tran portation of material for roads both before, dur
ing, and since the war, and though an effort was made to utilize 
the Trinity River for hauling sheU, boats could not get by the 
bar 3 miles below Trinity. This compelled the county to bear 
an enormous expense of hauling_ road material by railroad, and 
other tonnage as well. He estimated that the saving on the 
cost of transportation of shell by water would have been at 
lea, t two-thirds of the rail rate. Liberty County, as stated, is 
now about to spend $2,000,000 for new roads and should be 
allowed to use that river to ave on transportation costs by 
railroad. 

l\fr. J. F. Richardson, one of the county commissioners of 
Liberty County, al ·o confirmed this statement and pleaded for 
relief. 

It will also be remembered that on the hearing last September 
Judge Gordon, for the Annhuac Canal Co., stated that nearly 
50.000 acres of rice were in cultivation in Liberty and Chambers 
Counties, which would ma ye at least a half million sacks, 

worth, at the then market quotation, nearly $5,000,000, the bulk 
of which would have to be shipped by water. 

The Robertson-McDonald Lumber Co. stated that the approxi· 
mate tonnage of rice alone passing in and out of Anahuac Chan
nel was from two hundred and fifty to three hundred thousand 
sacks per year, weighing from 180 to 200 pounds; also, that the 
lumber from their sawmill in Chambers County, located on 
Turtle Bayou, approximates from twelve to fourteen thousand 
tons per year that goes by barge in and out of the channel. 

The Peden Iron & Steel Co., of Houston, stated that they have 
shipped a large quantity of material by water to Anahuac, 
Moss Bluff, and Wallisville, on the Trinity, and to Turtle 
Bayou, of an estimated annual value of $400,000. 

The Mays Cattle Co., of Wallisville, in a most excellent and 
detailed statement, stated that by reason <>f failure to have 
water transportation for their herds, which ran between four 
and five thousand head, that they had to drive their live stock 
some 20 miles overland to either Liberty or White's ranch in 
order to obtain rail transportation. Calling attention to the 
fact that a twelve hundred pound steer loses two or three hun
dred pounds on such a drive; that if the Trinity were made 
navigable tbe cost of transportation would be cut fully 50 per 
cent in long drives for cattle, and little or no shrinkage ; for in 
three hours they could be in Liberty and ship by rail from 
there; in 5 hours reach Galveston, and in 10 hours be in Hous
ton; that under present conditions it takes between two to five 
days to get stock to a shipping point and another day or two 
before it reaches market. 

It was also stated that they had about 20 clamshell banks on 
the river. In 1917 they contracted and sold 50,000 yards, but 
the contractors have been unable to haul it to market because 
channels have been clogged with snags, and so forth. 

That opposite the village of Wallisville they have a large saw
mill building located near reach of river bank with only ma
chinery yet to be installed. A number of pieces of machinery 
have been purchased, and company will commence operations 
as soon as some definite assurance is given that river will be 
made navigable so they may ship upstream to Liberty or down 
to Galveston. 

If. this is done tlley estimate that they will ship per month, of 
beef, 500,000 to 1,000,000 pounds ; pork, 75,000 to 100,000 pounds; 
hay, 5,000 to 10,000 bales; corn, 10,000 to 25,000 bushels; lum
ber, 10,000,000 feet; shell, 3,000,000 to 5,000,000 cubic yards. 

Only recently the shoaling of the channel in Turtle Bayou, 
Chambers County, threatened to cause the gravest injury to the 
rice crop of the county, because such a large portion of the crop 
has to be transported to market through that channel, thence 
through Anahuac Channel and through Galveston Bay. There 
are no railroads in Chambers County except in the extreme 
southern portion of the county, and the roads are frequently so 
bad as to be impassable for wagons or trucks. 

The rice crop planted in this county this year is estimated 
about 40,000 acres and will run conservatively about 10 sacks 
to the acre. The same estimate may be made of the rice crop 
in Liberty County, with a value now of about $3.75 per sack. 

In view, therefo1·e, of the remarkable showing of commerce 
available along this river, which is absolutely dependent upon 
it for an outlet, if it is to be moved at all, and in view of the 
declared policy of Congress to preserve, foster, and develop in 
full >igor the inland waterways of this country, and of the 
collapse of the raij.road transportation system, the alarmingly 
high frei<>'ht rates, the distressing situation confronting the in
dustrial, business, housing, and public interests of the country 
by. reason of inability to secure material for building and .high
way purposes, and the maximum need in general for inland 
waterways, especially for one with all the natural resources 
and wealth of material and farm products presented in the case 
of the lower Trinity River, I submit the improvement ought not 
to be abandoned, and that no report or recommendation to such 
effect should be made; but that, instead, the proposed project 
of the lower Trinity ought to be approved, and if not deemed 
wise to do so now in its entirety, in view of prevailing costs, 
yet ought to be done in sections. 

A start, at least as recommended from the mouth on up to 
Liberty, ought not only to be made but the removal of obstruc
tions in the rest of the lower river should be undertaken for all 
the reasons heretofore stated. 

To illustrate how much this waterway improvement is needed, 
as well as showing its condition in November last, I quote part 
of a letter received then from one of my constituents, Mr. R. 
McDonald, who is a most worthy and excellent citizen. He 
said: 

MY DEAR JUDG»: It has not rained on the watershed of the Trinity 
River in three months, so that the water would run in the branches, 
and ai;; a con8equence everything is drier than I have ever seen it, 
except twice, in 1860 and during the last war, and still the water i.s 
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20 feet dPep a:nd rnnnin~ over • th-e gates at_ the • lock! and dam on the 
river just below town. and. rai es- the water 4- feet deep: 25. miles above 
the dam, aruL still the Congressmen claim that the river can not be 
made· navigable. 'l'u show that we need it, there- was a man the other 
day that bad: to pay• $72.60 treight on; a · ca:rlaa:d:. of railr.aad: ties ftom 
Carlisle, 11 miles down. on the B. & G. N. R. R., to Trinity. 

The flooded condition of the-Trinity River and the overflows 
which have produced such distressing conditions not onlyi call 
:for the earliest relief for those w.hoJ have· ·suffered· so keenly 
through. the devastation of the river waters but demonstrates 
nls~ that the· stream is not a small, waterway of insignifl~t 
character, but is a river of size and powe.r, which, if properly 
developed, even through open channel work, by, removing the 
snags and bars, cutting off bends, and clearing the stream gen
erally, would afford relief from · high rail transportation costs 
and supply the territory along such river and commerce gener
ally, with cheap an-d yet efficient transportation by water 
which is a natural carrier, and which. carrier deserves to be 
further U.eveloped. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the· pro forma amendr 
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read. as- follows: 
Pier in Del ;ware Bay near Lewes. Del. :. And the- Secretary of War 

ls hereby authorized to disp.ose crf the pier and such right a& the 
Government possesse in the lan<I and'. the ahutments. thereof at public 
or private sale. 

Mr. LAYTDN. M'r. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
Tbe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Delaware offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report: 
The Clerk read as- follows: 
Amendment ottered by Mr. LAYTON : Page 9, strike out all of lines 

10, 11, 12; and 13. 

l\fr. LAYTON. Mr. Chai.mum, this amendment is offered 
after full consultation with and approval o:f the chairman of 
the committee. This pier was constructed in 1872; ju t inside 
of Cape Henlopen, when it was contemplated to make it a 
point for ocean traffic by connecting the Pennsylvania Rail
road with it; but the Pennsylvania· Railroad never connected 
with this pier, and the pier- has been allowed to decline, until 
to-day it is practically not usable. At first it was thought 
proper to give the pier and the abutting land to the town of 
Lewes: Later it was considered ta- be the proper thing to put 
the pier up at public sale and dispose of it to any private par
ties who might want to buy it; and witlt that thought in view 
I had this paragraph incorporated in the bill. But rec-ently 
I got irr touch with some mercantile, financial, and maritime 
interests there who desired to have the matter remain in strtus 
quo until they had an opportunity to make arrangement 
whereby they might either obtain the assistance of the Gov
ernment in putting the pter- in repair· or else make financial 
arrangements to buy it ill case it is disposed of' at public sale 
hereafter. 

Mr. McLAUGHTIIN of Michigan. Will the- gentleman yield.? 
Mr. LAYTON. Yes. 
1\fr. McLAUGHLIN of Mlchigan. Ha there been an investi

gation and a report by the Carps of Engineers? 
Mr. LAYTON. Yes. · 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. · And does that corps recom

mend the abandonment · of this work and· the sale of the 
property? 

Mr. LAYTON. Absolutely. But I will s-ay that· there is no 
disagreement between General Taylor and myself· or. the mem
oers of the committee specially interested in it, because before 
I offered this amendment I put the matter up to General 
Taylor, and he said he would be perfectly satisfied to ·let 
the matter remain in status· quo until the next session of 
Congre-ss. 

l\Ir. McLAUGHLIN at Michigan. It ·is not the intention of 
the gentleman, then, to offer an amendment providing an appro
priation or directing the expenditure of 'money on this work? 

Mr. LAYTON. Absolutely not. There is,. no such intention 
here-, nor, as I understand it, in any· other body. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. WilI the gentleman· yield? 
Mr. LAYTON. Yes. 
Mr. DEMPSEY: This matter- was presented to this com

mtttee. It is simply the question of the abandonment of a 
pier. It was thought at one time that we should abandon: it, 
but after consultation with the Chief of Engineers it was 
deemed best to leave this item out of the. bill altogether. 

1\Ir. LAYTON. Just one other- thought. The people irr fu
tere. t there-the tranSJ)o11:ation interests, the pilot interests, 
and all of tho e who are interested in transportation and mivi
gation on the Delaware River and Delaware Bay-have been 
tCJ me, and they· ay this is the- best· place for a pier there is 
in that' vicinity, the reason being that.. it is close under the 
lee of Cape Henlopen, and therefore: is protected large~ in 

wintertime> amf. in ea.rly• spring- against the ice, and at ·other 
tll:nes against certain winds of-' a dangerous character and ocean 
currents. 

Mr. GRA.RAM ofl' Illinois1 W.fll the gentleman· yield? 
Mr. LAYTON. CertainlY'. 
Mr. GRAHAM of> Illinois. The gentleman has forgotten one 

of the best recommendations for this pier, and that is that 
there is good fishing· off of it. 

Mr. LAYTON-. Yes; the gentleman and I found that out last 
summer when we caught many trout wejghing from 3" to 7 
pounds. 

Ttre CHAIRJ\IAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Delaware. 

The question: was taken, and the amendment was~ agreed to. 
The Clerk read aSJ follows·: 
SEC. 5'. Tha-t tlle Secretary of' Wu b~. and be is herebn authorized 

and dir..ected to cunstroct. su seagoing hopper dredges for use' in im
pr.ovement a.nd maintenance work on authorized projects on tb.e At.. 
Iantic, Pacific, and Guff coasts, the said cost of said dredges to be' paid 
from appropria±ionsi hereto!ore made, or to be: hereafter made,. foir the 
preservation and maintenance of existing river and harbor works, and 
tor the- J?rosecution of such projects herefofore authorized as may be 
most desirable in the interests of commerce and navigation: Prnmded, 
Tbat the limit of' cost- of each ot the dredges. herein authorized shall 
not exceed the sum of $750,000. 

Mr. ROA.CH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment .. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 10, line 8, 11trike out lines 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12, including. tllil 

word "na.vigation,'_' line 13". 

Mr. ROACH. Mr. Chairman and. gentlemen of the commit
tee, I . hope you will realize the importance of the adoption. of 
this amendment. To my mind, this raises sharply the issue 
whe~r or. not we are going to invade. the fund of $42,815,666 
which we receJJ.tlY appropriated. for river and harhor work. 
If I correctly understand this section as it is written now.., the 
money necessary to construct these. six seagoing hopper dredges 
is' to be taken out of the. fund which we recently appropriated 
for river. and harbor work. In other words, if will mean that 
there ;will be taken out of this fund a total amount of. $4,500,000 
to, pay for these six dredges. I want to remind you that at 
the time we had the appropriation up it was shown satisfa.c· 
torily and conclusively that $42,815,666 was the minimum 
amount necessacy to carry on the work on the projects that 
had been. al)proved and were under construction in this coun· 
try. I have no objection whatever to the construction of the 
six. seagoing dredges provided for in this section, but I do 
strenuously object to taking the money, oat of the fund appro
priated and necessary to carry on river and harbor work, be
cause that appropriation. was wholly inadequate and was the 
minimum amount deemed necessary. 

It will be ree.alled that the Bureau of' the. Budget only recom
mended for rivers and harbors $1.3,500;00(). When the matter 
of the inadequacy of. that amount was brought to the attention 
of the committee the amount was increased to twenty-seven mil
lion and some hundred thousand dollars, and then here on the 
fi.oor of the. House we increased that 'amount to $42,815,666, and 
it was shown. by the mo.st satisfactory evidence that every dollar 
of. that amount would be required. and that such sum was the 
minimum amount necessary to carry on the work. Now, are 
you going.to take $4,500,000 or tliat fund at this time? If not, 
adopt this am..endment, and that will simplify the matter, and 
we will {)re.serve the fund intact. 

Mr: LAYTON. Will tlie gentleman yield? ' 
Mr. ROACH. Yes. 
Mr. LAYTON. Th&gentleman will remember· that the Iloard 

0£ Engineers recommend-00 $62,000,000 to b'e appr-opri:atecl. 
Mr. ROACH. Yes; as' a matter of' fact $62;000,000 was much 

nearer the figure actually: needed than th-e sum we appropriated. 
r expect to vote for this' bill, but I do not want to take the 
money to pay- for· these dredges' out of that fhnd, which will 
mean that the improvements· of the rivers. will suffer to that 
extent and b'e deprived of that amount next year when they are 
entitled to all the ftrnd, and itt ought to· be kept intact for the 
purposes for which we appropriated it. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the gentle
man from Missouri is entirely correct in saying that the evi
dence lJefore: the Committee of' the Whole wben we appropriated 
$'42,815,000 far the improvement of rivers ancf harbors was 
needed, and he is correct in saying that that was the minimum 
amount. The gentleman, however, I think, will agree · with me 
after I have made-- the explanation that, by the adoption of this 
provision as it is, we will not invade or lessen the appropriation 
of the $42,815,000, but that we will make it go further than it 
would go otherwise. There is no way of getting the dredges 
except in th0' way provided by this bill. We are not going to 
J{et·filly special appropriation througll' Congress for the dredges 
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this year. We are not going to ge t authority for the appropria
tion unless it is carried in this bill. These dredges will save 
$50,000 apiece each year. They will do more work and they 
will do what work they do do at a less cost. There has been 
an enormous advance in the construction of dredges. The 
dredge of to-day is no more like the old dredge than the loco
motive to-day is like the old locomotive 30 years ago. If we 
can get the dredges they will make the $42,000,000 do more 
work-every dollar do the work of $1.50 or $2 all over the 
United States. If you adopt the amendment you will not get 
the dredges but you will go on with the old dredges and do the 
work at an increased cost , and your $42,000,000 will not go as 
far as it will if you accept this provision and get the new 
dredges to do the work. 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Certainly. 
Mr. ROACH. The cost of the dredges were not included in 

thee ti.mates furnished by the War Department. 
1\fr. DEMPSEY. Yes; they were. 
Mr. ROACH. As I recall it, the estimates that went to make 

up the total of $42,000,000 did not contain a single item for a 
ch·edge. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. We have bad the question of dredges up not 
only this year, but for two or three years. ,This is the first 
time we are near getting them. I want to say that I sympathize 
with the gentleman; I am in the same attitude he is. I want 
thi money to go for rivers and harbors, because it is badly 
needed. But we are going to do better for rivers and harbors 
by passing this section as written in the bill than we will if 
we adopt the gentleman• amendment. 

Mr. ROACH. I can not understand the gentleman's sym
pathy when he takes the money that might be used on the rivers 
ill my country and builds dredges to be used on the Atlantic 
and Pacific Oceans. 

l\fr. DEMPSEY. Dredges are used everywhere-in rivers just 
as well as in harbors. 

Mr. ROACH. These dredges, it is expressly provided in this 
bill, shall be used on the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. But when you save $50,000 a year by the 
use of each of these dredges that $50,000 is going to remain in 
the general' fund, to be expended for the rivers as well as for 
the harbors, and it is in the interest of economy that we have 
them. They will pay for themselves in a short time. It iS 
absolutely the worst kind of extravagance and inefficiency and 
waste to continue the use of these old, worn-out, inadequate, 
obsolete dredges that we have. 

l\lr. IlOACH. Does the gentleman realize that if we expend 
this money in this way some rivers and harbors are bound to 
suffer from a depletion of the appropriation which we make in 
paying for t11ese dredges? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No; I think, on the other hand, we will 
have more money by adding these new dredges ; that we will get 
more out of the $42,000,000 after subtracting the $4,000,000 for 
these dredges. 

Mr. ROACH. I would like to have them, but I do not want 
to pay for them out of the $42,000,000. 

Mr. DEl\fPSEY. I think what the gentleman wants will be 
accomplished better in the way that I suggest. 

l\f r. COOPEn of Wiscnnsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

:Mr. DEl\IPSEY. Yes. 
l\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There are a great many projects 

which have been partially completed. 
:Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Some of them adoptee 10 or 12 

years ago. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. · The Chief of Engineers reported, 

as I understand it, and I think the gentleman from Missouri 
[l\fr. RoAcH] is correct in his statement, that the $42,000,000 
was necessary to complete the projects which had been adopted. 

Mr. ROACH. To carry on, not to complete them. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Necessary to carry on the work. 

I will say to the gentleman from New York that this morning 
I was at the office of the Chief of Engineers, and I talked the 
subject over with him, not, hower~r, having in mind the issue 
which the gentleman from Missouri has made by his proposed 
amendment. I asked him about the $42,000,000, and he said 
that that was the minimum amount that ought to be appro
priated. in order to properly carry on the work for projects 
already adopted. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is true. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He told me that this morning. 

Let me ask the gentleman from New York this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
Yor-k has expired. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for three minutes more. • 

The CHAIBMAN. Is there objection? 
There wns no objection. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the Chief of Engineer's report 

on $42,000,000 was the minimum amount necessary to carry on 
the work properly on unfinished projects--

Mr. DEMPSEY. But that is not what he reported. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is what was said here on 

the fioor. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Oh, no ; the estimates of the Chief of Engi

neers were in writing, submitted to the committee in writing, 
and tbey included, if the gentleman from Wisconsin will permit, 
the dredges which are provided for in this bill. That entered 
into the $42,000.000. I think the $42,000,000 is the minimum 
amount. I quite agree with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
ROACH], but I do not think the gentleman from Wisconsin got 
the point I made with the gentleman from Missouri. The testi
mony of the Chief of Engineers before our committee shows 
that each of these dredges would sa-("e about $50,000 a year and 
that we would do more work and do it infinitely faster. It is in 
the interest of commerce not alone to economize but to expedite 
the work. 

l\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There are very many of these 
projects which are unfinished, which do not require the use ot 
a dredge at all for their completion, such as the building o:f 
breakwaters. 

Mr. DE!IIPSEY. I think the gentleman will find that 95 or 
97 per cent of the work will require the use of the dredges. I 
do not think there is more than 3 or 5 per cent in the other 
category. 

l\lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What I have in mind is the 
completion of an arrowhead harbor improvement. It is the 
making of the last link, the putting in of cribs, and the dredges 
that they have can do that work. 

l\fr. DEMPSEY. They dredge for that work. There is· no 
work that can be done practically in an improvement of a har
bor without the use of dredges. This is really as important 
almost as anything else in the bill. 

1\.1r. COOPER of Wisconsin. Why did not the genUeman 
from New York include that in the original $42,000,000 appro
priation? 

l\1r. DEMPSEY. I had that in view, and I made a very hard 
_fight for the 42,000,000. 

Mr. COOPEil of Wi consin. Why did not the gentleman in
sert in that a provision taking $4,000,000 and over of the $42,-
000,000 for the purpose of these dredges? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Because the Chief of Engineers in the esti
mates he has submitted ha.d included an estimate for these 
~~es. • 

Mr. ROACH. Was that in the $62,000,000 estimate or in 
the $42,000,000 estimate? · · 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I think it was in both. My sympathy was 
with the larger amount. 

l\Ir. ROACH. I know the gentleman's sympathy was with us. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. But I realized fully that the $42,000,000 

was all that the condition of the country or the temper of the 
House would stand. 

Mr. ROACH. The gentleman has made the statement here 
that the cost of these dredges was included. in the $42,000,000. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is my understanding. I am quite 
clear about it. 

l\fr. ROACH. The gentleman asserts that to be the fact? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. That is my recollection. I will send 

out for the report, if the gentleman desires. 
Mr. ROACH. I do have· very serious doubt in my mind 

whether the estimates provided. for six dredges, and in that 
connection the gentleman stated we would not get these dredges 
unless we carried an appropriation. Why can not we write in 
this bill an ·appropriation for $4,500,000 for these dredges? 
We have the votes in the House to carry it; we have them 
over in the Senate, so why mince matters, why not get the 
$4,500,000! We need it. 

l\1r. DEMPSEY. Because this is not an appropriation bill. 
Mr. ROA.CH. We can authorize an appropriation, can we 

not? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. But you will not get an appropriation and 

if you leave it as it is, you will get the appropriation and the 
dredges. 

Mr. ROACH. I want to have the dredges on the Atlantic 
and on the Pacific coast, but that is not going to do the middle 
West and the Mississippi States any good--
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Mr. DEMPSEY. It is going to save money, and it is--
1\lr. ROACH. By taking . the money that would otherwise go 

to improve our rivers and harbors and build these dredges. 
Ir . .McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, I will say for the benefit 

of the gentleman from Missouri that on page 101 of the esti
mates, in which various items are included going to make up 
the $42,000.,000, you will find the first item-I have not read the 
whole list-is for four seagoing dredges on. the Atlantic coast 
at $3,000,000, and is included in the $42,000,000. 

Mr. ROACH. How many? 
l\fr. McDUFFIE. Four, to cost $3,000,000. 
Mr. ROACH. This bill provides six, to cost $4,500,000. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. If the gentleman believes we should not have 

six I would rather see two of them cut out than to be left with 
all these old dredges. I think it would be entirely wrong not to 
do that. In the estimate of $42,000.,000 four are provided for 
only, and here are six provided. We are going to economize; 
we are going to do this work faster on your rivers with these 
new dredges. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. ROACH. Mr. Chairman, this is an important item, and 

I a sk unanimous consent that the gentleman may have five min
utes additional. 

The CIIAIRl\fAN. Is there objection? [After a pause .. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

·Mr. ROACH. Since it happens that the $3,000,000 was in
cluded in the $42,000,000 estimate for four dredges, is the gen
tleman willing to have this bill amended to conform with the 
estimate for the four dredges instead of six? 

l\fr. DEMPSEY. I think it would be a serious mistake made 
if it were done. 

Mr. ROACH. The gentleman can see what it would mean
that we would lose $1,500,000, which we will do unless we limit 
the number of dredges to four. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I do not think it will. I think we will 
make good progress by it. One of these dredges will do as 
much work in ne day as the old-fashioned dredge would do in 
three or four days, and one will excavate material at a dollar 
where it will cost with the old dredge $1.50 to $2. Now, we want 
every one of these dredges, we need them every one, and the 
men who are in favor of river and harbor improvements, and 
who need river and harbor improvements, should know that we 
need modern tools. You want modern tools with which to 
work, you want the tools that will accomplish the most for the 
money. 

1\lr. ROACH. What I want and what I get may be two dif
ferent things. The gentleman is bound to admit that unless 
we cut the number of dredges down to the four dredges in
cluded in the estimate there is going to be $1,500,000 shortage. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No; I do not admit it. 
l\1r. ROACH. Somebody is going to lose $1,500,000, and who 

is it goino- to be? I predict it will be the inland rivers on the 
bottom of tbe list. 

Mr. DE1\1PSEY. No; . the gentleman does not understand 
that by the improved dredges we are going to save money; we 
are going to save money by the use of these dredges. 

J\ir. ROACH. I can see that the $42,000,000 is not enough 
to go around if this amount is included in the items provided 
for in the appropriation ; I can see that very plainly. 

l\Ir. McDUFFIE. May I suggest that the $1,500,000 is not 
going to be taken from this item, but if the gentleman will 
examine he will find in the estimate in many districts a cer
tain amount is always expended for the construction and re
pair work on dredges and tools with whi<;h the engineers have 
to work. 

_fr . DEMPSEY. Of comse. 
· l\lr. McDUFFIE. Some of these dredges are 20 years old; 

they have deteriorated and-- . 
Mr. DEMPSEY. And it means waste to endeavor to use 

them. 
l\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit a 

question? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman from Alabama has very well 

stated-I tated it in a general way, but the gentleman was 
more specific-that every year on every kind of work there is 
so much expended for repairs for dredges, and you want your 
work done with the very best dredge you can get. 

l\Ir. ROACH. The gentleman wants to be fair in his discus
sion. These dredges are not to be used on any river--

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman does not follow my argu. 
ruent. 

l\1r. ROACH. But they will be used on the Atlantic and 
Pacific. They are seagoing dredges 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman did not follow my argu· 
ment. 

Mr. ROACH. I am sorry I did not follow the gentleman's 
argument. It is my way of looking at this bill. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. What I said was that in every great proj
ect each year there are sums of money expende<l in improving 
the tools with which the work is done. That will be true out 
in the gentleman's country just as well as it will be in the 
use of these two additional dredges to which he refers. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is a fact, is it not, that in 
this bill you propose to authorize the construction of two more 
dredges than the Chief of Engineers suggested? He suggested 
that out of that $42,0'00,000 there should be four more dredges 
constructed at a cost approximately of $3,000,000. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This committee now proposes, 

after we passed it and settled it--
Mr. DEMPSEY. The committee does not propose at all. The 

committee bas not proposed anything here except upon a report 
made, first, by the district engineer, next by the Board of 
Engineers, and next by the Chief of Engineers, and we have 
acted only in accordance with favorable reports. Then, after 
all that was done, we did not take the report. We have not 
relied upon it alone, but we have called before us the assistant 
to the Chief of Engineers. We have examined him at length 
and we have found out that instead of needing, and needing 
badly, as they supposed at the time they made the estimate for 
the $42,000,000, only four dredges, they needed six. They told 
us where they needed them and why they needed them. They 
convinced the committee, and the committee was unanimous 
in finding that not only were they necessary but that securing 
them would be in the interest of economy and efficiency in com
pleting these projects, such projects as the gentleman bas on 
the Great Lakes, which are as worthy as any projects in the 
world. There is nothing that will result in doing the work 
better or more efficiently and at less cost than to provide these 
modern dredges. And I am sure the gentleman will be con
vinced of that if he reads the hearings. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 

consent for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. . 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the 

gentleman from Missouri that to bring in this provision at this 
time is bad policy. Originally the Chief of Engineers submit
ted a report recommending $42,000,000 of an appropriation as a 
minimum amount which could be properly appropriated, and 
that sum of $42,000,000 included $4,000,000 to be used to con
struct three dredges. The House passed that bill with that un
derstanding of its provisions, based upon the recommendations 
of the Chief of Engineers. The chief had had a year in which 
to make up his report. That bill went over to the Senate some 
weeks ago. But now comes in this committee with a bill pro· 
posing to take out of the $42,000,000--

Mr. ROACH. Let me make a suggestion at that point. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to finish my sen

tence, and then the gentleman can interrupt me and explain. 
It proposes to take out of that $42,000,000, besides the 

$3,000,000 which the engineers recommended to be taken out of 
it for the purpose of constructing four dredges, an additional 
sum of more than $1,000,000 for the construction of ' two more 
dredges, thus making a total of six dredges. The gentleman 
from New York has said that his committee has in mind specific 
projects where these six dredges are to be used. · Now, that 
raises the exact point in this controversy. Gentlemen who have 
projects t.qat have waited for years and which ought long ago 
to have been completed, see now an attempt made, after that 
appropriation has gone to the Senate, to take a million and 
a half of dollars, OT approximately that sum, from projects that 
do not need new dredges and put it onto somebody's projects 
which do need new dredges. We think that under the circum
stances, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that ought not to be done 
by this House. 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr. ROACH. I want to call the gentleman's attention to the 

further fact that it costs considerable money, no doubt, to 
operate these large dredges which are provided for in this bill, 
and if these two extra dredges are built it will further invade 
this fund of $42,000,000 to operate those two dredges that were 
not taken into account in the estimate submitted to us by· the 
Chief of Engineers in the $42,000,000. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not understand, Mr. Chair
man, that the Chief of Engineers has ever issued or filed or 
sent to the House OT submitted anywhere an official report in 
anywise modifying the recommenqations in his annual report, 
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I which he bad a. year to consider before submitting and which 
p~ovided only four dredges out of that $42,000,0001 at an ex-

1 penditure of appwximately $3,000,000-. 
l\Ir. DEMPSEY. If the gentieman please, first, it' has not 

been stated by anyone they were intended foir any particular 
workr bu.t to be used at every place where they were needed. 

l\Ir-. COOPER of Wisconsin. 1 understand what the gentle
m n aid. I think the REooDD will show he did say theyr had in 

. mind spe ific projects. 
Mr. D~P EY. I did not say that. 
1\!r. CO PER of Wi~onsin. If that was not so, how did ycm 

com to arrive- at a conclusion that tw~ more were needed.?1 U 
you had not in mind certain projeats, what made- you think two 
more ere needed t fill tlle engineer had recommended? 

fr. DEMPSEY. I did naft think about it at a>lt r am read
ing from the testimony on page 86 amt page 87: Six dredges 
were recommended. rt wa net the thought of any member 
of tM eommittee or of the ehairman.. It was' the thought of the 
engineers. The gentlemn.n. from M.issou.ti--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from. Wisconsin 
[l\Ir. CooPER.J has expired. 

lllr. DEm1PSEY. Mr. Cflairman,. I ask wianimous eonsent 
that the gentleman have two minutes. 

Tl1e CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pa.use.] The 
Chuir hears none. 

l\fr. DEMPSEY. It th.e gentleman from l\lissouri has any 
doubt as to the opera.ti{)n of th.e dTedges, I find: on page 86 of the 
te timony-and I will send the gentleman a copy of it if: be has 
not seen it-that the stee1 dredg~ will excavate 20,000 yards 
in the same time that tile old-fashioned dredge wiil exca
vate-

l\1r. ROACH.. If the gentleman please. I never raised any 
question as to that or disputed the value of these dredges. Tlley 
are ex:b:emely valuable. r wish. we were able now to. include. a 
hundred of them in this bill, and r wish we h~d the. money to 
pay for them, and I wish we had some of' them now out on the 
Iis ouri River. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman suggested thtlt the price of 

the two additional steel dredges would come o-ut of' this ammmt. 
I wanted to call his attention to this fact-that here you; get 
20.0.00,000 yards from the new type of dredge and only 5,300,.000 
yards from the old dredge, th011e is :ll manifest advantage in 
ha.Ying the new type. Genell'al Taylor says this1 in answer ta. a 
que tion of the chairman : 

Tbe- CHAIRMAN. Now, what woald be the relaiive cost to-day· o:t these 
two dredges, the modern steel dredg~ and o.n.e -0f these old-fashioned 
small wooden drl."dges ? 

General TAYLOR:. A wooden dredge of the same size to-day wt>ultl cost 
almost as much. as the steel dredge. 

I though~ that referred to operations also, but the cost of 
operation is away out of proportion as between the two dredges, 
a well as the results. 

1\Ir. ROACH. And generally; the machinery of tbese new 
dredges is more costly than that of the old dredges. The point 
Ji was trying to impress on the gentleman was thi , that we 
have only $42,000,000 for rivers and harbors, and if we- go into 
that $42,000,000 for two extra dredges and the expense of operat
ing them and paying for the high-priced engineers and ma
chinists we hall so reduce the $42,000,000 that the rest o:t the 
country will not get any of it. 

Mr. DlID}IPSEY. The gen t l.ell).an. ftom Wisconsin [Mr. 
CooPER] suggested that there was no report submitted by the 
Chief of Engineers. In answer to that I beg to hand to him a 
r:ep rt dated May 5, 1921, in whi'Ch an estimate is made- for six 
seagoing hopper dredges. at a cost of $750,00<> each, amounting 
in the a gregate to $4,500,000, so that it is. not any new thought, 
it is not anything that lttl been: injected since- the passage of 
the $42,000,000 appro{}riation. 

The- OH.AIRMAN. The time of the gentle,man from Wiscon
sin has again expired. 

l\lr. COO.PER of Wisconsin. Mr. Cha.irman, I woul-0 like to 
ha e two minutes more-. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
l\lr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there 

for a. question? 
l\lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 

las t statement of the gentleman from New York [Mr-. DEMPSEY], 
the chairman of the committee, I direct attention to the fact 
that he says there are to be six seagoing dxedges purchased, ~t 
a co t of $750,000 apieee. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is what the bill provides. That is in 
the bill. There is nothing uncovered and nothing that is, ill 
the nature of a nightmare. 

~fr. COOPER of Wisconsin.. I was not saying: that it was " a 
nightmnre.'' But none of these seagoing dredges will be used 
in the rivers or inland harbol'S of this countty. Theyi will be 
used only where seagoing dredges can be advantageous:ty used, 
and it strikes me that it will subtract about a million and a 
half' doll.a.rs of money from the fonds that otherwise- would be 
used for the completion of inland projects long dela~ and 
which in the original:_ report of the Chief of- Engineers were said 
to deserv early completion . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of. the< gentleman from Wiscon
sin has again expired. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words, or I make whateveir motion nec:essary ta obtain 
time. -

The· ~HAIRM.AN _ The gentleman from De.Iaware asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr: LAYTON. r may not need that much. 
lli~ Chairman, as a nnrtteJr of fa.ct, did it not come out in the 

hearings that General Taylor said that in all probability; befol'e 
the six dredges could be constructed, the:re would be a. mate
rial reduction in the cost of' them by reason of the decline in 
the prices that has taken place? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is my recallectian, that he said tllat 
the cost of machinery of this kind was constantly declining. I 
will say alS<J to the gentleman from: 1\1.issouri [Mr. RoACH] that 
i1i is my understanding that: only> a few of these dredges will 
be completed in the fiscal year. I do not think we. can build 
even four of' them, which are estimated for;- in the $42,000,000. 

Mr. ROACH. I have- no doubt that is true, b.ut the only 
way I knew of getting at it would oo to adopt my amendment, 
or some simila-r amendment, to protect this $42,000,0QO fund. 

Mir. DEM:PSIDY. I think the general object e<>ntemplated iJ3 
exactly what the figures provided. 

Mr. ROACH. The gentreman: cited a statement that $3,000,000 
would be needed_ 

Mr. DEMPSEY. General Taylor estimated_ that foli' these 
dredges. 

Mr. ROACH. But thm: is not in tbe estimates on which this 
$42:,000,000 was based. Tha.t_ is a matter that came up in the 
hearings. 

Mr. DEl\IPSEY. No. 
MF: RO CH. Diel it not- come up in the hearings? 
Mr: DEMPSEY. It i. in a report made May 5., 1921,_ which I 

hold in my hand. 
Mr. NEWTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle

man yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. NEW'.I'ON of Missouri. In :fact, the six dredges were 

included in the $63,000,000 estimated as necessary, and when 
that am-ount was cut down they- cut out two o~ them~ 

1\fr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. ROACH. If they cut d<>wn the estimates from$6S,.()()(},000 

to. $42,000,000 and· estimated! for <Iledeaes, they should cut down 
on the dredges here. 

The CHAIRMM . '1'he time of the gentleman. from Delaware 
has expired. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. l\fr. Chair~ I offer a substitute.. 
The CHAIRMAN. The- Clerk will report the amendment ot

fered by the gentleman from. Alabama. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amerulment offered by: Mir. McDml'Fr .. as a substitute f'or the amend

m nt offered !Jy Mr. ROA.CR : Page 10, line 8, after the word " ot " in
sert " four of." 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I think, gentlemen, that this substitute will I 
absolutely meet the objections raised by the gentleman from 
Missouri. [Mr. Bo.&<IEI]. However much I think the bill should 
be passed as it is written, yet in order to meet his objections 
I. PJ.'el)a.red that amendment,. which makes the paragraph read 
so that oi th.ese dredges which, as has been shewn, were in
cluded in the estimate of. the engineel"s. only four. will be paid 
for out of the $42,000,000. 

Mr. DEMPSEY~ May I ask the gen.tleman this,, question? 
Mr. MoDUFFIK Yes. . 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Just read your bill and see how. tbe {)ther 

two would be paid for. These dredgea must be paid fo.r out ot 
appropriatio-IlS either alreaey made or t0i bei made hereafter. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Yes. 
Mr.. DEMI>SEY. The- way the gentleman's amendment is 

worded is to cans& four of the dredges t~ be paid fo.r out of 
the appropriations already made or hereafter to be made. How 
are the others to be paid for? There is your difficulty~ 

Mr, McDUFFIE, Why not eliminate it? 
l\1r. BRIGGS. Will the g~tleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
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Mr. BRIGGS. As I understand the amendment, four of the 
dredges are to be paid for out of the appropriation heretofore 
made and the two remaining dredges are to be paid for out ot 
the appropriation to be made hereafter. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The difficulty is that the appropriation has 
not yet been made. We have passed it in the House, but it has 
not passed the Senate. It will have to come back to conference, 
and when it becomes a law then the appropriation will be made. 

l\.fr. McDUFFIE. I thought I was meeting the objection of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Ro.A.CH] in offering the 
amendment. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That was a very good intention, but I do 
not think it meets the objection. Let us find out what the com
mittee want to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the sub
stitute. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I withdraw the substitute. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from .Alabama asks unani

mous consent to withdraw the preferential motion to amend. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CH.A.IBM.AN. The question is on the amendment of the 

gentleman from l\fissouri [Mr. Ro.A.CH] to strike out lines 8to13, 
down to the word "navigation." 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 
1\Ir. ROACH. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment, in 

line 5, after the word " construct," by striking out the word 
"six" and inserting the word "four." 

The CH.A.IBM.AN. . The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : ' 
.Amendment offered by Mr. ROACH : Page 10, line 5, after the word 

" construct," strike out the word " six,. 8.lld illsert ill lieu thereof the 
word " four." 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, in my judg
ment this section is not necessary at all. It is evident that it is 
not, from the fact that the Corps of Engineers have included in 
their estimates the cost of building dredges, and having some 
knowledge of the work of the engineers on the harbors of the 

· Great Lakes, I am under the impression that costs of boats and 
other paraphernalia necessary for the use of the engineers in 
the construction and maintenance of harbors and in carrying on 
of their work of all kinds are often, if not always, paid for out 
of the appropriation for the work, and that such use of money 
is made without any authorization whatever for the construc
tion of boats. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No new dredge is ever paid for in any 
such way. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. In what way?_ 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Out of the ordinary appropriation. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I beg the gentleman's 

pardon. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman can beg my pardon, but he is 

all wrong. That is the only trouble. It does not change the 
situation any to beg my pardon. 

Mr. McLAUGHLll~ of Michigan. I am not wrong. I have 
knowledge of discussions as to the use of money for harbors on 
the Great Lakes, and I remember the position the engineers 
took. I remember the determination they made and their 
methods of expenditure of money. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. So have I. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan:. I know something of the 

uses made of money appropriated for harbor work, all properly 
used, but each u~e not particularly set out in the law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I move to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized in opposi
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, my objection to 
this provision increasing from four to six the number ot 
dredges to be built arises out of this state of fact: When the 
bill making appropriations for rivers and harbors was passed 
by the House some weeks ago, the House, by a large majority, 
passed the bill containing the provision for $42,000,000. 

Mr. ROACH. Will the gentleman yield right there? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr. ROACH. I think the gentleman misunderstands my 

amendment. My amendment reduces the number of these 
dredges from six to four, four being the number carried in 
the estimates of General Beach, making up the total of $42,-
000 000. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I moved to strike out "the last 
word. I did not rise to oppose the gentleman's amendment. 
I rose in support of his amendment. 

Mr. RO.A.CH. Very well. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am in favor of the amend
ment. I am opposed to the provision in the bill; because when 
we passed that appropriation of $42,000,000 for river and bar
ber improvements a few weeks ago, the understanding in the 
minds of all who understood anything at all about the bill was 
that that sum was to include work absolutely necessary to com
plete projects already adopted, and which ought to have been 
afready completed. Ther·e was not a suggestion of the complet
ing of six dredges or the taking of any part of that $42,000,000 
to build the extra two dredges. To build seagoing dredges for 
use on the Atlantic, Pacific, and Gulf coasts will cost $750,000 
each, which will absorb so much money that otherwise would 
have been used for the improvement of harbors on the Great 
Lakes and of the rivers throughout the country. But this pro
vision for six dredges is exclusively for the benefit of the great 
harbors on the Atlantic, Pacific, and Gulf coasts. 

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. DUPRE. I merely want to say that nobody would think 

that any of the $42,000,000 was for the purpose of building these 
dredges. It is merely an authorization the financing of which 
depends on future appropriations. It would not depend at all 
on the $42,000,000 appropriation which is now pending before 
the Senate. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from Louisiana 
is, I think, plainly in error. If we authorize this, the engineers 
will never expend all of the $42,000,000 for the purposes for 
which we authorized it to be expended when the House pa ed 
that bill a few weeks ago. They will hold back in reserve more 
than $4,000,000 for the completion of these dredges, and the in
land harbors and waterways will to that extent be deprived ot 
the use of the money to which they would otherwise be legiti
mately entitled. When we passed that bill four or five weeks 
ago we did it upon the distinct understanding that there could 
not be more than four dredges built. 

Mr. DUPRE. They were not authorized at all at that time. 
Mr. ROACH. They were included in the estimate, though, to 

make up the $42,000,000. 
Mr. DUPRE. They were not authorized, and therefore could 

not possibly be included in the bill appropriating that money. 
Mr. ROACH. Certainly not; they were included in the 

$42,000,000 appropriation as a part of the estimates that went 
to make up the appropriation. 

Mr. DUPRE. Estimates are not authorizations and authori
zations are not expenditures. 

Mr. ROACH. It is intended that the money shall be used 
in the manner in which the estimates are submitted. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The estimates of the $42,000,000 
included the money necessary to construct four dredges. 

Mr. DUPRE. In case Congress authorized them. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Missouri. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

Ro.A.CH) there were--ayes 18, noes 50. 
Mr. ROACH. I object to the vote because there is no quorum 

present. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 

point that no quorum is present, and the Chair will count. 
Mr. ROACH. Mr. Chairroan, I will withdraw the point of 

no quorum. 
Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I renew the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska renews the 

point of order, and the Chair will count. 
Mr . .ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 

the point of order and ask for tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has counted up to 99, and there 

are still others that he had not counted. The gentleman calls 
for tellers. The Chair wishes to state that the demand for 
tellers is 'in order, but the question is as to whether a quorum 
is present. All those in favor of taking the question by tellers 
will rise. · 

Nine Members have risen, not a sufficient number, and tellers 
are refused. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 10, line 15, after the fi&'tlres $750,000 insert: "Provided further, 

That no money authorized to oe expended for the acquirement of any 
dredge or dredges shall be so expended for the purchase of any dredge 
or dredges from private contractors which at the time of the proposed 
purchase can be manufactured at any navy yard ot' other Government
owned factory for a sum less than it can be purchased for from uch 
private contractor." 
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Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
Members seem to be concerned as to how you can get six 
dredges for the price of four. This amendment will solve the 
problem if you will adopt it. I know some of the objections 
that will be urged against the amendment, but I warit to assQre 
gentlemen of the House that they are not valid objections. This 
amendment bas been put on appropriation bills for some four 
or five years, and it has resultE!d in every case in a great saving 
to the Government. It does nothing but put a limitation upon 
the purchasing bureaus of the Government. It does not compel 
them to manufacture at Government-owned factories; it simply 
compels them when they want an article to find out from these 
great Government institutions as to wheth~r they can produce 
it less than the priYate contractor can. 

1\Ir. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. RAKER. If it can be produced as cheaply as it can at 

the navy yard, can the department award the contract to the 
.Navy Department? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly ; and it has been done in hundreds of 
cases. 

Mr. RAKER. What are the objections to this provision? 
Mr. HULL. Objections come :from the purchasing depart

ment of the bureau, or, to say the least, personal influence di
recting them to award the contract to a private contractor. 

l\1r. LAYTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. LAYTON. When are you going to follow the administra

tion? I understood the President of the United States said it 
was nearly time for the Government of the United States to 
get out of private business. 

~Ir. HULL. I did not know that the Presiuent of the United 
States and I do not belieYe it is true, wants to destroy navy 
yards 'and arsenals of the Government and go to purchasing 
munitions of war in peace times of private contractors. 

Mr. LAYTON. Are the navy yards manufacturing dredges as 
a part of ~heir work? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly they are; and if they can not do it, the 
amendment will not compel them to do it. 

Mr. LAYTON. Where has the Government ever manufac
tured a dredge? 

Mr. HULL. At GoYernment navy yards. 
Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman give me one dredge in 

operation now, either old or new, that was built at a Govern
ment navy yard? 

Mr. HULL. I do not know; but I will say if they have not 
done so, somebody is making money out of the Government. 
This proposition has been tried, and I want to say to the gen
tleman that the Director of the Budget issued a general order 

·November 9 instructing the b-ureaus to submit the procurement 
program that they wanted to him and be would have an estimate 
made at the Government factory as to how much it would cost 

· them to produce it. 
M.r. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. RAKER. We have passed the scrapping bill, and there 

is bound to be a great deal of material on hand belonging to the 
Government; can not the Government with that property build 
the dredges much cheaper by using this material than anybody 
else? 

Mr. HULL. I have no doubt of it at all. I have no doubt 
that they will build it for less than 60 per cent of the price 
you have mentioned, $750,000. 

1\Jr. RAKER. The Government ought to save that 40 per 
cent. 

1\fr. HULL. That is just what I want it to do. I want to 
read from the record of the Ordnance Department a few items 
where they did save the Government a good deal of money. 
This was tried from 1920 to '1921, and I have a list that was 
printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 1828, by the gentle
man from Massachusetts [Mr. DALLINGEB], giving the ord,ers and 
what they saved. I am going to refer to only three or four of 
them. The Navy Department placed an order with the Frank
ford Arsenal for check-sight attachments. The lowest bid from 
the private contractor was $12,900. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa bas 
expired. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HULL. The Frankford Arsenal produced them for 

$3,249.60 and paid an overhead of 60 per cent on the order. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is about 25 per cent of the 

private bids. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly; here is another one: The Navy De
partment placed with the Rock Island Arsenal an order for fuel 
water strainers. The lowest bid from an outside contractor 
was $1,582.50. The Rock Island Arsenal produced them for 
$746.20 and paid over 60 per cent of an overhead. I call atten
tion to the fact that the overhead which they charged against 
these orders to the Government bas to be paid in any case, be
cause that goes right on. I am not advocating, however, that 
they should not charge the overhead. They should, just like 
any other institution, and they should pay a liberal overhead, 
and they are doing it on all these others. Here is another one: 
They produced for the Quartermaster's Department at the Rock 
Island Arsenal some bronze rings, and the lowest offer they bad 
was $21,870 from a private concern, while they produced them 
for $10,720. For the Interior Department at the Rock Island 
Arsenal they produced some posts. The lowest bid on the out
side was $52,750, and the Rock Island Arsenal produced them 
for $22,350. Hundreds of orders were taken at the Rock Island 
Arsenal alone, and on the orders they took they saved over 
$90,000 in a little over a year, and all saved to these other bu
reaus of the Government. Do you not think it is about time to 
utilize the facilities that we have in order to find out what it 
costs to produce these things? And that is all the amendment 
does. It simply puts a limitation upon the purchasing bureaus 
of this Government . . Everyone talks a1;>0ut and preaches econ
omy and about punishing the profiteers. Here is a chance not 
to punish them but to limit them. I submit that this amend
ment is perfectly safe, sane, and ought to be adopted. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I have only one suggestion 
to make with reference to this matter. I am as anxious to save 
money as is anyone. General Taylor, in his testimony before 
our committee, used the following language, and I shall quote 
it verbatim rather than to say what he said: 

General TAYLOR. Yes, sir; we have quite a number of manufacturers 
in this country now that are making very iOOd Diesel engines, which 
are used to a great extent. 'rhat development has come within the last 
two or three years. A Diesel engine that is used very extensively by 
cargo carriers is the Mcintosh & Seymour, a type of which the Shipping 
Board has about 22 of. those engines on hand which we1·e purchased for 
installation in ships which they expected to build, but which they did 
not build, and I am endeavoring to have 12 of those, which would be 
the number that I would need for 4 of these dredges, assigned to the 
Engineer Department of the War Department without charge. I have 
not yet been able to accomplish this, because the Shipping Board bas a 
prospect of selling them for $60,000 apiece. I hope, however, that we 
will be able to get them at a considerable reduction under $60,000, even 
if we can not get them for nothing. That would mean that much sav
ing in the cost of our dredges. 

I understand now that General Taylor has made an arrange
ment, so the clerk of the committee tells me, by which the en
gines will be procured without cost. The only thing I have to 
say with reference to the amendment is that I would not want 
it to complicate the matter so that we could not use these en
gines, so that by adopting the amendment we would add the 
price of the engines to the cost of the dredges. 

Mr. HULL. Ob, there is nothing in the amendment that 
would complicate that. That would do just what they want 
done--find out whether they have material on hand in the 
other Government departments or not and tllen use it if they 
have. · 

Mr. DEl\fPSEY. I am not sure about that, but that is all I 
have to say concerning the amendment. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. RAKER. Who will construct these dredges, the War 

Department, or will the matter be let out by contract? 
l\Ir. DEMPSEY.· The War Department, I assume. The gen

tleman means under the bill as it is? 
Mr. RAKER. I mean under the suggestion he has made 

about the four Diesel engines. If the War Department con
structs them, of course they can use these engines, but if they 
leave the matter to a private contract, where would the four 
engines come in r 

Mr. DEMPSEY. If they make a private contract, why would 
it not be feasible to provide in the contract that the dredge 
should be constructed and that the Government furnish the 
engine? 

Mr. RAKER. That would mean another contract for some 
one to spend ten or fifteen thousand dollars on in placing the 
engine. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I can not see any reason why it would 
not be an easy matter to make such a provision in a contract. 
If they give a contract, they can provide that the Government 
shall furnish the engine and they could have bids on that 
basis. That is what I want to be sure that this amendment 
will do. 

Mr. HULL. There is no question about that. There is 
nothing in this amendment that will prevent that . 
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Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. The suggestion made by the amendment and the expla
nation made by the distinguished chairman of the committee 
se~m to be in accord, because if the Government can procure 
these four engines it leaves a contract for the dredges, and 
when you come to place the engines in the dredges it will pos
sibly cost half as much as the engines to do that, unless it be 
specifically provided in the contract that we have these engines 
and they are to be placed in the dredges. 

Mr. Al\'DREWS of Nebraska. Would not the adoption of the 
amendment clear the way for the use of the engines without 
the extra expense? 

Mr. RAKER. Surely. 
Mr. ANDREWS of Nebra.ska. The Government would be 

doing its best to use the material. 
Mr. RAKER. That is all I have to say. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend

ment will be withdrawn. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, may we have that amendment 
again reported? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be 
again reported. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported. the 
amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words, to ask the gentleman from Iowa a question. Does 
the gentleman believe that the phraseology of his amendment 
will co-.er a case where the War Department enters into a con
tract for the construction of a dredge? 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 
Mr. WALSH. The gentleman uses the term " purchase of a 

dredge." The gentleman knows how strictly they construe 
th statutes. particularly the pro-.isions making limitations. 
Would that prevent the War Department from making a con
t1·uct to construct the dredge in accordance with plans and 
specifications? 

l\1r. HULL. It certainly would not. The intention of the 
amendment-and I think it is properly drawn-is to put a 
limitation upon the purchase, and ask them to construct it them
selves if they possibly can do it more cheaply than they can 
cont ract for it or purchase it. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman has in mind an instance where 
they are going to buy a dredge already constructed. He would 
not prevent them from doing that unless they can manufacture 
or construct a dredge in a navy yard for less than they can 
buy it? 

Mr. HULL. That is the point; if they can construct it for 
less, let them construct it ; that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment will be considered a.s withdrawn, and the question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEC, 6. That funds heretofore appropri ted for improv~ment of r ivers 

and harbors and which remain in the Treasury unexpended because the 
work or projects for which the same were appropriated have been com
pleted, are hereby made available for expenditure by and under the 
dire~tion of the Secretary of War and the supervision of the Chief of 
E ngrneer for the preservation and maintenance of any existing river 
and b~ works and for the I>l'osecutlon of such projects of improve
ment heretofore adopt ed and authorized as me.y be most desirable in 
the interests of. commerce and navigation. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to strike out 
the. last word. I would like to ask the chairman a 'few questions 
in regard to this paragraph. Suppose there is a project pend
ing, a new project, and work has not been commenced, and there 
is a balance left from the old project; does that mean that the 
money goes back into the Treasury? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Well, as I understand it, this applies simply 
to completed projects. The provision is that where the project 
has been completed and theTe remains an unexpended balance to 
th credit of the project it goes back into the Treasury and 
becomes a part of the lump sum. 

Mr. BURTON. Now, there are several projects on La1re Erie, 
Ashtabula Fairport, nd so forth, where there is enormous com
merce, and there are balances remaining, and there have been 
also further improvements of projects recommended there. 
Would that mom~y go back into the Treasury or would it remain 
to the credit of that improvement? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I think it would go back into the Treasury 
on existing projects which have been completed. It seems to 
me that that is clear. Suppose, say, a project has been con
ducted at Sandusky and the amount appropriated was $100,000, 
and there has been expended $90,000. That project has been 
completed ; and I doubt very seriously whether it would remain 
for the new project. 

Mr. BURTON. I would like to examine the provision fur
ther, but I shall not interpose an obJection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proforma. amendment is withdrawn 
and the Clerk will read. ' 

The Clerk read as follows : 
SE<l;- 8 •. That fi:om the moneys available for t he improvement of the 

Detroit River, Mich., not to exceed ~45 000 may be expended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury for remodelin'g and flooring ovel' t he light 
well of the Federal building at Detr-01t, Mich., to better accommodate 
!=he. demands for space and to ene.ble the engineer d partment to remain 
m its present quarters. 

Mr. BRENNAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : . 
Strike out section 8 of the bill and substitute the following · 
"Sm.c. 8. That from the moneys available for the improvement of the 

Detroit River, Mich., not to exceed $45,000 may be expended by the ' 
Secretary ?f the Treasury In his discTetion for remodeling the old 
Federal building or tor renting quarters at Detroit, Mich., to better 
accommodate the demands for space and enable the engineer depart
ment to be properly quartered." 

Mr. BRENNAN. Mr. Chairman, this is, of course, a purely 
local proposition. When section 8 was written in the blll by 
the committee it was thought desirable to provide the neces ry 
quarters for the engineers in the Federal Building at Detroit 
by building over a light well, but there has been so much 
objection raised to that plan that it is suggested, with the con
sent of the committee, that this other method of procedure be 
adopted. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, the committee accepted the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from Michigan, and I 
would simply say in addition to what the gentleman has said 
that there are two things involved here. First, the headquar
ters of the engineer force of the Great Lakes has been for 
many years in this building. E'verybody who is interested in 
the navigation on the Great Lakes knows where their head
quarters are. The engineer force will be driven out of the 
building because there is not sufficient space there, unless what 
is contemplated in section 8 is done, and if they are driven out 
not only will the work of navigation on the Great Lakes be 
discommoded, but in addition to that the Government will 
lose about $12,000 or $15,000 a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute offeretl 
by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question was taken, and the substitute wa adopted. 
l\!r. MONDELL. Mr. Cha irman, I move to strike out the 

last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tl1e 

last two words ; I move to strike out the paragraph. 
The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order. The gen4 

tleman asks unanimous consent to proceed for :five minutes. 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will make no such reques t. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, why is a motion to strike 

out a paragraph not in order? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming propoun<ls 

a parliamentary inquiry to the Chair. The Chair wishes to 
state t11at the committee has just adopted an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute for the paragraph under considera
tion. An amendment perfecting the amendment was in order 
before the committee adopted the amendment, but ha vin(J' 
adopted the amendment a motion to strike out can not be co ~ 
sidered as in order, as that would negati>e the affirm tive 
action that the committee bas just taken in adopting the 
amendment. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
SEC. 9. That the Secretary of War. is hereby author ized and directetl 

to cau e preliminary ex amina tions and surveys to be m de at t he fo ll01''
ing-named localities, and a sufficient sum t o pay th co t thereof may be 
allotted from appropriations heretofore made, or to be hereafter maw 
for examinations , surveys, and contingencies tor l'ivers and barbor ; 
Pro1rid ed, That no pr~liminary examination., survey, project, or estima te for new works other than thoire designated in this or omP pr ior act or 
joint r esolution shall be made : Provided furthe1·, That a f te r the regu
lar or formal reports made as required by law on any exam inat ion, survey 
project, or work under way or proposed are submitted no supplemen tai 
or additional report 00' timate shall be made unle uthorized by law : 
A nd pr ovided further, That the Government shall not be deemed to 
have entered upon any project for the improvement of any waterwav 
or ha rbor mentioned in this aet until funds fo r the commencem nt o·f. 
the proposed work shall have been actually appropriated by law : 

:5aco Harbor and River, 1\le. 

Mr. ROACH. Mr. Chairman, I move to trike out the la t 
word for the ptlrpose <>f asking a qu~stion. I notice that ec
tion 9 provides for a large number of -surveys to be made, tot l
ing 118 in number. 1 want to inquire of the gentleman a to 
what information the committee bad as to what the e survev 
are going to cost. I make that inquiry for the reason that the 
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cost of these surveys will also come out of the $42,000,000 which 
the House recently appropriated. . 

l\lr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman is in error as to the facts. 
There was an appropriation of $250,000 for surveys in addition 
to the $42,815,000, so the surveys will be limited to that amount. 

l\lr. ROACH. I may be in error, and I wanted to inquire, as 
the language of the bill here is just a little uncertain to my 
mind, as to whether it was intended to take the cost of these 
surveys out of the $42,000,000, as it was easily susceptible of 
that construction unless there is some additional appropriation. 

Mr. DUPRE. If the gentleman will look at the bill, he will 
find a certain amount in the military appropriation bill that 
is provided for the present surveys. • 

Mr. ROACH. My inquiry was to ascertain whether the cost 
of the surveys was to come out of the $42,000,000. 

:Mr. DUPRE. There was a certain amount fixed in the mili
tary appropriation bill set aside for that purpose-some 
$350,000. I 

Mr. ROACH. I am informed by the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania LMr. BUTLER] that it was $250,000. 

Mr. DUPRi~. And beyond which no cost as to this will go. 
Mr. MONDELL. l\lr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 

amendment. 
Mr. ROACH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

withdraw the proforma amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from MissQuri asks unani

mous consent to withdraw his amendment. Is there objec
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last h•w words. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for 15 
minutes. 

The CHAIRl\fAN. The gentleman.from Wyoming moves to 
strike out the last two words and asks unanimous consent 
to proceed for 15 minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, there has been considerable 
question in the minds of many people of the country, con
siderable question in the minds of many Members of the House, 
as to whether we were justified at this time, in the present 
state of the Treasury, in bringing in a river and harbor bill. 
Gentlemen who believe that in the matter of public buildings, 
the housing of the public activities, there is quite as urgent need 
of expenditure as for rivers and harbors, realizing that there 
are very considerable river and . harbor improvements already 
authorized and very considerable appropriations available, were, 
many of them, not inclined to think we should authorize more 
improvements at this time. To some of us who have no direct 
local interest whatever in rivers and harbors but ·who have 
always been favorable to river and harbor improvement, it 
seemed that there were some of the waterways of the country 
where it was absolutely essential to the best interests of the 
country that additional work should be authorized. I said 
to the gentlemen of the committee that so far as I was c"on
cerned I believed we were justified in taking up a river and 
harbor bill providing it was taken up and reported containing 
only projects that could be fully justified before the country. 

We all remember that there was a time when river and har
bor bills had a bad name in the country, so bad a name that 
it was something of a reflection on a man to vote for one unless 
he could justify himself before his constituents by claiming 
that he had received a large appropriation for his district, if 
that was justification. 

The gentlema..11 from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] beca:rpe chairman of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and by insisting on a 
modification of the policy of the committee made river and 
harbor bills respectable again. And those who have no interest 
in rivers and harbors, except the ge11eral interest of the people 
of the country in having water navigation improved, have been 
very hopefuJ that when after the lapse of several years we 
took up authorization again they would be taken up with ap
preciation of the fact that care should be exercised; that noth
ing but projects that could be defended from every standpoint 
should be included in the bill. I hope the committee has done 
that. I think, in the main, they have. 

My attention was called to one of the items of survey. I 
made a very proper inquiry of the chairman of the committee 
in regard to that item. I called his attention to the conditions 
as I knew them surrounding the stream where it was proposed 
to make the survey. I do not think the answer and explana
tion, to the effect that these surveys were frequently authorized 
on the request of Members without any considerable examina
tion and were not of great importance in many cases because 
they entailed no great expense, was altogether satisfactory. 
Now, I am honestly interested in river and harbor bills. I want 

to continue to vote for them. I have voted for most river and 
harbor bills since I have been here, and no dollar of the ex
penditure has ever been made within hundreds of miles of my 
State. 

I aided the gentlemen who are directly interested in these 
projects not only in persuading some of those who are opposed 
to this general purpose to withhold their objection, but also 
in bringing the bill on the floor. I hope they will justify sup
port by at least keeping questionable amendments from the bill. 

If we are to continue river and harbor development in this 
country as we should, it must be continued in a way that will 
keep the project ·free from suspicion. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I wanted to ask . the gentleman whether 
the Rio Grande would not come better under the Mexican 
Boundary Commission, which we established some years ago, 
and whether that would not be an international matter that they 
should . consider rather than have it come under a river and 
harbor bill? • 

l\fr. MONDELL. I think that a survey of that stream is not 
justified under a river and harbor bill 

lUr. DUPRE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to me 
for a serious question-not one like that'? 

l\lr. MONDELL.. Yes. 
Mr. DUPRE. I think what the gentleman said about the Rio 

Grande River is probably true, and I think the best way of 
disposing of that proposition is to have a survey made and 
show officially that there is no possibility of making it navi
gable; to dispose of it from official sources. That is the theory 
upon which I acted to-day. 

Mr. MO TDELL. That is a theory that it will be very difficult 
to get the country to approve. 

Mr. DUPRE. I will take my chances on that. 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman may take his chances; but 

there are other folks that may take a different view. This com
mittee has a much greater responsibility in this matter than I 
have, ·and if there is no better defense of a survey item than 
that it does not cost much, that anyone who desires a survey 
can have it, then such items ought to go out of the bill. 

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebrask:;i. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

l\lr. l\101\TDELL. Yes. 
l\lr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Could not this bill make it 

appear to the country that this session of Congress has created 
a $79,000,000 liability for rivers and harbors? 

l\lr. l\lONDELL. I am willing to take my responsibility of 
having agreed that the condition of the waterways of the coun
try was such that as to some waterways it was necessary to have 
legislative action, and I regret, very sincerely regret, that the 
committee has not been better informed and more careful as to 
some of the survey items which they have placed in their bill. 

l\fr. DEMPSEY rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog

nized in opposition to the pro forma amendment. 
l\fr. DEl\IPSEY. Now, so far as the temper, so far as the 

manner, of the response of "the gentleman from New York" 
was concerned, if it was faulty I apologize before the House 
to the gentleman from ·wyoming. If be answered in heat or in 
an ungracious manner he apologizes for it. 

But the gentleman from Wyoming attacks this bill in the 
same manner as he did before. It is not fair. He says be is 
complaining of the creeks in this bill. There is just one creek 
mentioned in the whole project part of the bill, and yet the 
inference to be drawn from the gentleman's statement would 
be that this bill was made up of creeks. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman say there is but one 
creek in this bill? 

J\.1r. DEMPSEY. There has not been a bill pending before the 
House for years that has contained such important items as 
make up this bill. 

Now, let us take up the question of what l:.as been done here 
and what the gentleman has criticized. The gentlem.an criti
cizes first the manner of the gentleman from New York, for 
which he has apologized and for which he again apologizes if 
apology is due. Next he criticizes the surveys. Now, let us 
see what is done as to surveys. Why, here is the situation: . 
It has been the custom in the Committee on Rivers and Har
bors for . the ·whole committee to consider all the items of the 
bill except the surveys. They know that the item of surveys 
costs, year in and year out, about a quarter of a million dol
lars. They ~ow that that is the cost regardless of the num
ber of items; that if you have 20 items it will cost that amount; 
if you have 50 items it will cost that amount; if you have 75 
items it will cost that amount. It di<l not make the slightest 
possible difference that the item to which the gentleman re-
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ferred was included in the surveys. It could cost but a trifle. 
I personally knew nothing about the insertion of it. It is the 
custom to allow the ranking majority member to be the chair
man of a subcommittee to deal with surveys. 

We do not deal 1with it in the committee as a whole, because 
we know that we are not increasing the expense. We know 
that there is a certain limited expense and that it is a necessary 
and proper expense. It starts in the proper way. It says we 
shall not even consider an item until there has been a favorable 
report by the engineers. So when a thing comes in it is the 
cu tom to end it t'o the engineers, and: if it is improper it is 
refused at once. 

What is the history of surveys? It is minuted at page 2109 
of part 2 of the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 
1920. We find that only 34 per cent of the surveys have been 
acted upon favorably. Now, why is it th.at it does not cost 
any more when you insert an additional survey? Nine-tenths 
of the data consists of geography. Nine-tenths of it is matter 
that the engineers have at hand. It involves at the most 
nothing but slight clerical work in the office. These men who 
ask for surveys are simply asking that there be an investigation 
made which m11 not cost anything to determine whether their 
project is worthy or not, and on the statistics they have one 
chance in three of having that report favorable. Now, it seems 
'to me the difficulty is right here. I . want to speak in entire good 
temper. I am sorry that this dispute arose. I regret it and have 
apologized so far as I can be charged with any fault in regard 
to it. But it arose in the early part of this bill; it was brought 
up before surveys were reached at all, brought up out of order, 
brought up by a man who had been opposed to the increase in 
the river and ha-rbor appropriation. And when I saw it brought 
up in that way, when I saw that there :really was nothing to it 
at all and yet that it was being magnified into ·an important part 
of this bill, might I not be pardoned? I ask this of all of you 
in good faith. [Applause.] · 

Mr. GARNER. l\.1r. Ohai:rman, I move to strike out the re-
quired number of words. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves to strike 
out three words. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chai.rm.an, -it is rather amusing in the 
House to see the leaders of two respective thoughts quarrel with 
each other about who should get the larger end of the swag as 
each terms 'the other's a1>propriation. I happen to ·occupy a po
sition of advocacy of ·each one of 'their ideas. I believe in. 
river and harbor work and I also believe in reclamation. I 
think these gentlemen had better get together and each one of 
them concede that there are merits in each of their ideas, and 
·also they might concede that there is a little bit of pork that 
creeps into each one of these go-vemrnentai activities, reclama
tion probably, ·a-s well as ri-v-er and harbor work. 

Now, referring to the particular item spoken of by the gentle
man from Wyoming [Mr. l\!oNDELL], I want to say that o.l 
course there is n.o possibility of navigation at El Paso. Ba:t this 
item was inserted in tbe bill, I imagme-though I have no a:u
thortty to speak 'for it, 'because it was probably put in there by 
my collea.gne [Mr. H'UDsPEm], wno represents El Pas<>'-for a 
very good reason, and a reason Which I t'hink will appeal to t1re 
House itself when the · House understands it. Some of these 
days Mexico will be recognized by the United States, and we 
Will Tesume our reUrtions with that Republic. When we do 
that it is the hope :of the people living in Texas along the Rio 
Grande that there will be negotiated a treaty with the Republic 
of Mexico concerning the waters of the Rlo Grande. At the 
'(>resent time :it is recognized as a navigable stream by a treaty 
existing between this countrsr and Mexico. So a mere declara
tion on the part of this GoTermnent that the Ri-0 Grande is non
navigable would not carry the authority to take the water ou"t 
of the rifer for irrigation tmrp-oses to the detriment of na-viga
tion. So I imagine that my colleague [Mr. HUDSPETH], or who
ever had this item inserted, had the viewpoint that if ·a decla
r:ation coUld be obtained from the river ·and h-arbor engineers 
to the effect that the river is a nonnavig:able stream at the pres
ent time it m1ght be very valuable information to the State De
partment when they undert()ek to negotiate this new treaty. So 
I say for that reason I think they were justifi.ed in inelu.ding it 
in the river nnd harbor bill. I agree with the gentleman from 
New Yo.rk [Mr. DEMPSEY] that many surveys are authortzed
and I think rthey were mithorized whEm the distinguished gentle'
man from {)hio [Mr. BURTON] was chairman of that committee-
that in all probability would receive no f.avorable report. 

I will admit that tlrl.s authol'ization for a surv~-y 'at El Paso 
for river and haroor possibilities is an extreme -case, but I 
think I have given a sufficient e.xpl.a.nation that will justify re
taining the item in the bilL The sllrvey ·win be made from 
the office of the Board of Engineers rather than on the ground, 

and the result is that we will have a declaration that it is 
a nonnavigable stream at the present time, and so we will get 
the use of the water for more valuable purposes, which is the 
irrigation of arid land in Tuxas, and I know my friend from 
Wyoming is in favor of that. 
Mr~ CAMPBELL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARNER. Yes. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Aside from the Rio Grande 

PT?Posttion in the perrding bill, I would like to know some
thmg about Goose Creek, where it is located, ho\v much water 
it contain-s, and what its possibilities are. I see it is pro
vided for here. 

Mr. GARNER. • have no Goose Creek in my district I 
have no survey in my district, I have no authorization for ~Y 
work to be done in my district, and I have no interest as far 
as the river and harbor bill is concerned more than has the 
gentleman from Kansas. I am in entire sympathy with the 
work and have no objection to a survey of Goose Creek where
ever it is. The gentleman from Maryland says that 'it is in 
Pennsylvania. Probably if you get a letter from Mr. Pinchot 
he will tell you all about it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The Goose Creek in this bill 
is located in Texas. . 

Mr. GARNER. I am not acquainted with it. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 

York can not write me down as an opponent of river and harbor 
development. Years ago in my early service there were bills 
that I could not vote for. Then -came the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BURTON], as chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Oom
mfttee, and the bills became entirely defendable, and, as I sug
gested, we all voted for them. I not only approved but I voted 
for the approp.riation, the very goodly appropriation, contained 
in the appropriation bill !or river and harbor work. I did not 
believe that we were justified, ta.king into consideration the 
condition of the Treasury, the fact that we were holding down 
appropriations in other directions, that we were justified in 
increasing the appropriation as was done. 

Now, with regard to this particular matter, if the gentleman 
from New York had in the beginning given the reason which 
he has recently advanced foo.· this survey, I should have been 
reasonably satisfied, although I think it is :rather a lame reason. 
I can not quite ft.gree with tbe .gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GABNER], who from his very liv:el_y imagination has conjured 
up a theory as to the reason for the inclusion -of the Rio Grande 
item in the bill. I think I know the reason, because I have 
made some inquiry. The people of El Paso have been anxious 
for a long time to have the War Department spend some money 
rectifying ·and establishing the banks of the Rio Grande, and 
my guess would be that the thought of the gentleman who was 
instrrunenta.l in hil.ving the survey item placed in the bill was 
that -out of it might come some expenditure for bank rectifica-

·-0-n and protection. 
Now, Mr. Ohafrman, I am going to csupport this bill. I am 

gaing to vote for it, unless it is loa.ded with amendments I can 
not support. Some reference has been made to creeks, and th-e 
gentleman from New York says· that the-re is only one creek in 
the bill. Here is Glen Cove Creek, N. Y.; Big Timber Creek, 
N. J.; West Creek, N. J.; .and others--

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 
Mr. D:El\IP.SEY. The gentleman knows that I said repeatedlY 

in my remarks that I was not speaking about the surveys, I was 
·speaking ·about the bill and what the bill provided-a great bill · 
that is going to help the commerce of the United States, cheapen 
transportation, relieve the congestion; and when we had all 
these great questions b0<fore us that we were starting to con .. 
sider, the qu~tion he p1•opeunded was as tea survey at the end 
of the bill. That is w.ha:t the gentleman is talking about now
surveys. I:n the legislative pa:rt of the bill-the pa-rf that is of 
importance--there is only one creek. 

Mr. MONDELL. Every one of the items of the river and 
harbnr bill that hav-e been ·objection11.ble began with -a survey. 
There was ·the Trinity Ri-ver--

Joilr. DEMPSEY. That is abandoned in this bill. 
Mr. MONDELL. Thank Heaven! How many millions were 

sunk in the Trinity Rtver? Then there is the Brazos. All 
bega:n with surveys. I am not objecting to the surveys because 
they ·are creeks ; I ·know something about surveys. Goose Creek 
is not in Pennsslvanfa, as was stated; lit is in Texas, and it h 
some navigation on it and is, pecturps, sn.sceptible of improve
ment. I think it w0uld be entirely p:toper to survey Goose 
Creek. I do not J:..-now as to the otbet- ·creeks, 8.'lld I regret that 
doubt shoilld be raised in my mind as to survey items in a bill 
for which I desire to vote. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Dorchester Bay and Neponset River, Mass. 
l\tlr. FREEMAN. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the committee 

I offer the following amendment. -
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will i·eport. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 12, between lines 15 and 16, insert the following pan.graph: 
"Mystic River, Mass." 
The CHAJRl\IAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Thames River, Conn. 
l\1r. FREEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend· 

ment, which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as' follows : 
Page 12, between lines 19 and 20, insert the following paragraphs: 
" Guilford

1 
Conn.. t 

"Westpon Harbor. 
" Saugatuck River, Conn." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment. _ 
The a:mendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Great Kills, Staten Island, N. Y. 
Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following com· 

mittee amendment.. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. FRE.EMA..~ : Pag.e 12, between lines 20 a.nd 

21 insert the following paragraphs: 
1, Fresh Kills , Staten Island, N. Y. 
"Murderers Creek, N. Y. · 
"Hudson River at and near Stockport, N. Y. . 
"East Chester Creek, N. Y .• with a view to extending the navigable 

channel to Sixth Street Bridge, in the city of Mount Vernon. 
"Milton Harbor, N. Y." 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FREEUAN. Yes. . 
1\Ir. LONGWORTH. Do I understand that all o:f these amend-

ments that the gentleman is offering cost the Government noth
ing? 

l\1r. FREEMAN. Practically nothing. They are all in the 
hands of the Board of Engineers. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Let me see if I quite understand. As I 
understood tire gentleman from New York, the chairman of the 
committee [l\!r. DEMPSEY], there was a limitation of $250,00) 
somewhere--I do not know where; ft is not fu this bill-so that it 
makes no difference, as far as this bill fs Ct'>ncerned, whether 
you have 1 survey or 10,000 surveys; it costs the Government 
the same thing: 

Mr. DEl\IPSEY. That· is exactly the truth. 
Mr. LONGWORTH.~ Where does one find in this bill, or any 

other bill, a limitation as to the amount which can be expended 
for these surveys 1 

l\fr. DUPRE. In the military appropriation bill, now pending 
in the Senate, making provisions for these surveys. 

Probably the gentleman voted fgr that. I hope he did. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I did vote for it. Does that cover all of 

the surveys provided in this b~lI? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. It does. 
1\Ir. DUPRE. It covers all surveys that will not use up more 

than $250,000, which is the limitation. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Which are to be made in the next fiscal 

year? 
1\fr. DUPRE. Yes. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. But there is no limitation as to the fiHcal 

vear. 
• Mr. DUPRE. There is no money to pay fo:r: these things. The 
engineers are dependent upon the appropriati-0n. bill. 

1\lr. LONGWORTH. How long does this authoo.-izati-On last? 
This authorization he.re is not limited to the fiscal year? 

Mt-. DUPrnil- No~ 
l\1r. LONGWORTH. Thenr it seems ta me that we· are in quite 

an absurd po ition; that it makes absolutely no difference :JS to 
the merits of these propositions-in fact, the les& meritorious 
they are the better, because the Government will declare a 
stream nonnavigable· which we now know to be nonnavigable. 

Mr. DUPRE. Possibly. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Of' aU of the absurd· p-rocedures, it is to 

take it for granted that anybody can offer an amendment pro· 
viding fo-r a survey, no matter where, and that we accept it as 
a matter of course. 

Mr. DUPRE. Nine-tenths of these will be disposed of at a. 
cost of less than $100 each. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, a parliamenta11y inqutcy. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not take a Member off 

the floor by a parliamentary inquiry without l'l.i:s consent. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. These surveys are not made without ex- , 

amination. The practice has always been, and it was followed 
in this case, to refer the question. of a survey to a subcommittee, 
of which the ranking majority member is the chairman, of 
which the- next member on the majority side is a member, and 
of which the ranking minority member is a member. Toot 
committee of three goes into the question of sm--veys. They go 
into it just as extensively as they can, as the time will permit. 
They find out all they can find without the expenditure of 
money. All that has been said in regard to tlie matter is this, 
that only a limited amount is appropriated, and that the sm
veys, regardless of the nmnbeli' of them, will eome within that 
amount._ It has been said in addition that the vast majority 
of these surveys do not cause any expense, except a small, a 
veJ:y small amount of clerical work, that the· data is largely 
in. the hands. of the engineers, and that where there has to be 
any work done it is done by the resident engine.er, who is on 
the ground, who is paid a certain salary, who: does not employ 
additional help, and it is all done within the appropriation. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman is speaking about the 

p~oced.ure in the committee. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes; 
Mr~ LONGWORTH. Bat we are adopting now an entirely 

different procedure. A member of the- committee rises here and 
offers one amendment after another, and he says it costs nothing. 

Mr. DUPRE. But he .stated that he was acting by approval 
of' the committee. 

1\!Ir. LONGWORTH. He made no such statement. 
Mr. DUPRE. Oh, yes ; the gentleman did make that state

ment. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I did not so understand him. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. He is the chairman of the subcommittee, 

which is composed of himself 3.Il.d the next ranking member 
and of Mr. DUPRE, the ranking minority member. 

l\1r. LONGWORTH. These are all committee amendments? 
Mr. DEMPSEY_ Yes. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Let me ask the gentleman this. I want 

to understand just how this procedure is. done~ I have in my 
district a very beautiful river, known as the Little Miami. 
Suppose I had come to the gentleman's committee and said I 
would like to have a survey of the Miami--

1\Ir. DUPRE. As far as I am concerned, I would have' said, 
.. All right, Nick, I will do it." 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The river is very much more navigable 
than m.a:ny other rivers, and I find that I have support from a 
very influential member of the committee. 

Mr. D~'1PSEY. And I would say in. answer to the· questiqn 
of the gentleman from Ohio that the gentleman from Con
necticut would sit down with him and members of the subcom
mittee and ftnd out as far they could the facts with ~egard to 
this wiThvut the summoning of witnesses--

1\<lr. LONGWORTH. I would state to the gentleman under 
those circumstances there is no more ehance of that river being 
declared navtgable than there· i af the Rio Grande being de. 
elared navigable, but that I wanted ta h~:ve the peo:ple ·under
stand it is n-0.t navigable, an.d thel1'eto1·e I wanted to ha -ve it sur
veyed. What is the diffeil'ence ?' 

Mr. DUPRE. Will the gentleman offer an amendment? 
Mr. LONGWOR"TH. Will the gerrtleman support it? · 
Mr. DUPRE. Certainly. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. )fr. Chairman, it has been 

stated here that the items now befng put in the bill cost 
nothing--

Mr. DEMPSEY. 'No; it has not been sta;ted; that has not 
been said. Let us state what has been sa:d. 

Mi:. LONGWORTH. Practically nothing., 
l\'l'r, DEMPSEY. No; that has not been said. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Oh, yes; the gentleman. from C<mnecti

cut said that. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. The situation is this, that the expense of 

these surveys, a larger part of them, is largelv negligible, owing 
to th.e fact t.he data is mostly in the- hands of the engineen , 
and they do not have to do additi-0nal work, owing to which the 
expense is very small, indeed. 

~1r. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Let me ten the. gentleman what 
will happen. We have got $25().,.000 in the current military 
appropriation bill for making these surveys. The next tID:le 
the military authorities appear before the Committee on AP· 

.J 
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propriations they will ask for additional appropriation in order 
to make the surveys whic:h we authorize in the bill providing 
for rivers and harbors. 

l\Ir. DEMPSEY. I will say in answer to the gentleman from 
Kansas that he is a very poor prophet. 

1\Ir. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Ob, I know what has been 
done in reference to these things. 

Ir. DEMPSEY. The gentleman ab~olutely is misinformed. 
That has not been the experience. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\Ir. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out a suffi

cient number of words. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized in opposition 

to the pro forma amendment. 
:Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Chairman. I think this matter of surveys 

can be cleared up by a hort explanation of the procedure fol
lowed by the Board of Engineers. When a river and harbor 
bill has been passed and igned by the President it goes to 
them for execution. They a k the district engineers in all parts 
of the country where the surrnys are authorized to make what 
they call preliminary examinations. That examination in many 
ca es may never be made outside of the office, or may be made 
by the writing of a few letterM. or it may require some hearing 
or investigation locally, They take what action is necessary 
to O'et a sufficient amount of information to convince them that 
a project is worthy or not worthy of improvement at the expense 
of the Government. The report is sent back to the Board of 
Engineers here in Washington, and if unfavorable nothing 
further is done usually with the project upon which - they 
reported. Only those upon which they report after examination 
that they find them worthy of more detailed inve tigation is an 
investigation made on the ground or at any length, and only 
tho e cases co t any particular um~ of money, but the pre
liminary surveys, such as the chairman has described, are made 
upon information in the office of the local engineer or as indi-
~a ted above. , 

l\fr. MONDELL, WiH the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAWLEY. I will yield. 
Mr. MONDELL. An amendment offered to make a survey 

of the Mississippi Rirer would not cost anything? 
1\Ir. HAWLEY. It might cost the di ·trict engineer of the 

di trict in which the river i located the writing of three or 
four letters, or pos ibly a local hearing or examination, if the 
information received inuicate~ that the project is worthy of 
further consideration. 

l\lr. MONDELL. Hren on the l\Iississippi and Missouri 
Rivers? 

lr. HAWLEY. I did not umlE>rstand the gentleman to say 
l\lississippi or Missouri. I thought he said on any river. If 
the local engineer make. a preliminary investigation and be
lieves a project worthy of further development, he would report 
the matter back to the Boar<l of Engineers of Rivers and Har
bor ·. But no detail surYey can be made until they examine the 
report of the district engineer upon the preliminary examina
tion in Washington and direct the detail surveys. 

1\Ir. MONDELL. Then I understand if any Member has a 
stream, a bayou, or a creek anywhere that he has not a survey 
or a report on it is becau e he has not been active in suggest
ing or recommending or a king that it be surveyed? 

:Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman is not quite correct in that, 
because in my experience I go before this subcommittee with 
the data sent from my locality showing the commerce, present 
and prospective, and the possibility of development, and I find 
a number of times that the committee bas been unfriendly to 
including that proposed project in the bill because we did not 
have the showing sufficient to justify the authorization of the 
survey. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kan as. I rise in opposition to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Oregon [l\fr. 
HAWLEY], 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, when I first 

came to Congress, some 20 years ago, the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors were making up a ri·rnr and harbor bill. It was 
intimated to me that I could get a project into that bill. I am 
now talking to the gentleman from New York [Mr. ·DEMPSEY] 
and others. "Well," I said. "I am not interested in rivers and 
harbors. There are no navigable streams in my district or 
State." They replied, "Oh, that doe not make any difference. 
You can get an item in the bill just the same." Well, I had 
the name of a stream that ran through my district-a name 
that sounded good-and so I got it in for a survey, one of 
the e preliminary surveys that was not going to cost the Gov
ernment a sou. 

Years after-five or six years after that-some young men 
representing the War Department spent months along the banks 
of that stream. 

Mr. MONDELL. Was there good fishing? 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. There were ponds in it dnring 

the summer that had fish. 
l\Ir. DEMPSEY. Did the gentleman furnish the name of the 

stream and of the men so that they could be reported to the War 
Department? 

l\Ir. CAl\fPBELL of Kansas. They made the survey author
ized by this Congress. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the gentleman give us the name of 
the stream? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The Neosho. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. We do not believe it. "There ain't no 

such name." 
Mr. HAWLEY. D es not the gentleman know that the sy tern 

has been entirely changed since that occurrence? 
Mr. CAMPBELL.of Kansas. Oh, no. •The system only change<l 

in this House when those practices became so odious to the 
country that they had to stop. Now they are putting in a lot 
more of surveys in this bill in order to secure support for a bill 
that should command the support of this House because it is 
meritorious. It is a cheap way of securing support for a bill. 

Do not let anybody convince you that these surve:vs are not 
going to cost anything. They are. There is no question about it. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of no quorum. 
'J.'he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 

there is no quorum present. The Chair will count. [.After 
counting.] One hundred and two Members are pre ·ent. a 
quorum. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to support the pro 
forrria amendment of the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. GERNERD. I move to strike out the la.t word. 
Mr. LAYTON. As a member of the committee, I would lik 

to have the :floor. 
Mr. GERNERD. I did not know that the gentleman wa a 

member of the committee. 
The CHAIRl\I.AN. The gentleman from Delaware i recog

nized in opposition to the pro forma amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. RAWLEY]. 

l\lr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, we are having 
a nice little tempest in a teapot, and it is "Very plain as to who 
is raising the tempest. I ask the Members of thi House that 
they consider what this opposition means; where all the dL
turbance begins, and to what it is tending. It is not due, so 
it is said, to an opposition to the real bill. It is due to some 
matters of an incidental and negligible character-mere ur
veys. If the gentlemen who are interested in raising thi · di ·
turbance against this bill want to go back to the vote that wa 
taken, whereby certain gentlemen were offended not long ago 
in thi House, let them come out frankly and say so. There i -· 
nothing in this fuss that is going on here about surveys when 
surveys constitute an immaterial part of the bill. .And the bill 
ought to be considered before this Hou e on its merits. The 
committee has given honest, conscientious · con ideration to the 
bill, and deserves better treatment at the hands of certain gen
tlemen in the House. [Applause.] 

Mr . .ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes. 
1\Ir. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Having pas ed a bill carrying 

an appropriation of $42,000,000, what are the specific public 
necessities that call for a levy of $37,000,000 more of liability 
upon the country at this time? 

Mr. LAYTON. In the judgment of the standing committee of 
this House that is composed of intelligent men, who have just 
as much right to report a bill to this House as any men who 
belong to any other committee, for the good of the country. 
Moreover, the gentleman's question is an assumption. 

l\fr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. That is no answer. 
Mr. HAWLEY. l\1r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

withdraw the proforma amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend· 

ment is withdrawn. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, can the gentleman from Con

. necticut [Mr; FREEMAN] give us some informntion a. to the 
nature and character of the stream which be propo ·e · to 
have--

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from w~·orning move to 
strike out the last two words. 

Mr. MONDELL. It seems to me, l\fr. Chairman, that the com
mittee is entitled to some information. 
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The CHAIRMAN.. The Chair wishes to say to the gentleman 

from Wyoming that debate was exhausted _when the -pro form.a 
amendments were withdTawn. The Chair was trying to follow 
the parliamentary practice of the Honse. 

Mr. l\IONDELL. Will the gentleman from Connecticut yield?~ 
Do I understand tbe gentleman does not desire to give any 
information to the House? 

1\fr. FREEMAN. I will say to the gentleman and members 
of the committee that I know nothing about the amendment I 
offered. It was offered by direction of the committee. 

Mr. MONDELL. I understand the chairman of the subcom
mittee that examined these cases--

MT. FREEMAN. Those are printed in the bill. But these 
are amendments that have come in since the bill was printed, 
and have been passed upon by the full committee and not b_y 
the ubcommittee alone. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman has no information, then, 
in regard to them? 

Mr. FREEl\IA...~. On that particular amendment that I of
fered I have .not-the last one, the one in Connecticut. I know 
about the Westport Harbor and Guilford Harbor, but aside 
from tbat I know nothing about the amendment I have just 
offered. 

Mr. MONDELL. How many amendments bas the gentleman? 
Mr. FREEMAN. About a dozen more. 
l\fr. GERNERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 1:he 

last word. . 
The CHAIR.MA.I.~. The · gentleman fltom Pennsylvania is 

recognized. 
Mr. GERNERD. Mr. Chairman, fust, I ask unanimous con

sent to revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The CH.AIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 

unanimous consent to revise and extend his remark$ in the 
RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GERNERD. Mr. Chairman and .gentlemen, I am going 

to try and divert your attention from this vacillating subject 
for a few moments to the subject of the emergency-tariff bill 
and its effect on the importation of farm pr_oducts. 

Mr. STEVENSON. This is under the five-minute rule, is 
it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; the gentleman has been recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I make the point of order that the gentle
man is not in ~rder under the five-minute rule if he is going to 
discuss tbe emergency tariff. 

l\fr. GERNERD. Well, I am in favor ·of this bill. 
Tbe CIIAIRMAN. The gentleman will confine himself to this 

amendment. The committee will be in order. 
:M:'r. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, will-th.e gentleman yield? 
Mr. GERNERD. I will. 
Mr. GARNER. Let me suggest to the gentleman, with ..all 

due deference to him, that it appears that the committee is not 
anxious to hear what he is saying on the tariff. Why does he 
not ask unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
on tbe tariff? 

l\fr. GERNERD. I will-say to the gentleman very kindly that 
I have been here regularly and have listened patiently to many 
speeches from the gentleman from Texas and a great many of 
his colleagues from the South, and I think they would be very 
much interested in hearing what I .ha-ve to say about the results 
of the emergency tari:ff. 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman bas never heard the gen_tle-
nian from Texas ;speak upon anything that was not ·pending. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
M1·. GERNERD. Yes. 
Mr. AREN'.rZ. The gentleman from Texas was referring 

only a few minutes ·ago to tbe question of reclamation. I sug
gest that that, too, was a question foreign to the subject matter 
of the pending bill. 

Mr. GERNERD. Yes. I wisn to say he also -spoke of the 
election in Pennsylvania. I will sa-y to the gentleman that 
we had an election there, and it was a very wholesome one, 
and I favored Gifford Pinchot for governor, if he cares to 
know. [Applause.] 

.Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Obairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GERNERD. Yes. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. The gentleman is making a survey of 

the results oi the emergency tariff~ 
Mr. GERNERD. Yes. I shall shortly proceed to .do that 

very .thing. 
l\fr. STEVENSON. Mr. ·Ohairman, will the gentleman :fr.om 

Pennsylvania yield? 
Mr. GERNERD. I shall be very ihappy -to, although I may 

.have to ask fur :additional -time. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I want to ask the gentleman if he has 
noticed that the one southern product that is protecte,d in that 
reruergency .tariff bill, to wit, long-staple cotton, ha.s been 
imported to a greater extent in the first eight months of this 
fiscal year under the emergency tariff that ever was imported 
before in one single year in the liis.tory of the country when 
there was a tariff? 

Mr. GERNERD. That is a fact which is gratifying to know. 
It has brought that much more income into the United States 
Treasury. 

Mr. STEV.E);SON. I thought the gentleman ·w.anted to sto,p 
competition with our home products. They have imported 
254,000 bales in eig'ht months, when they never did anythii;ig 
like that before. · 

Mr. :ANDREWS of Nebraska. l\fr. Chairman, will ·the .gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. GERNERD. Nes. 
l\1r. ANDREWS ·of Nebraska. It shows that Republican pros

perity has struck the So.uth'? 
Ir. GERNERD. Yes. 

l\1r. BUTLER. Go ahead. 1 suggest to "Illy friend not to 
yield, but to keep the :floor. 

MT. GERNERD. Mr.-.Chairman, frequently one hears the ques
tion put: Ras the emergency tariff worked out? Has it given re
lief to tbe .farmer? Has it reduced the importation of foreign 
-products? ..Rave the results justi:fied the hopes of its advocates? 
To all of these questions I reply by saying that it has had a mar
velously wholesome effect in reducing imports ffild in stimulating 
the demand for our domestic farm products. It appears almost 
inconceivable that thls measure was not put into effect a year 
earlier, -when uur markets were flooded with the world's surplus 
of farm products, for it was only in our market that the foreigner 
could sell f-Or ,ca.sh a.nd far n. currency that had not depreciated. 
During the calendar year 1920 we imported $1,660,000,000 worth 
of products which came in direct competition witb .those of our 
farmers, and ,at a time when they had exerted their greatest 
efforts in maximum production under the stimulus of the war 
and when he still had on hand large unsold crops occasioned 
by the sudden ending of the war. Immediately tbe markets of 
our farmers were broken, and the worst dellation known to eco
nomic history began. It is estimated that in the year 1920 the 
farm products of the United States depreciated the colos al 
sum of $7.000,.000,000. Is it any wonder, then, that our farmers 
were financially paralyzed when they practically realize.a. noth
ing from their crops and tbe live stock which tbey had produced 
at the peak of the cost of production? Under such circumstances 
it was b:ut natmal that distress, bankruptcy, and hardships of 
the severest character became the unhappy lat of the American 
farmer. Such a condition inevitably spells disaster, and it be
came imperative that Congress pass legislation that would speed
ily les~en the i·igors of such a disheartening situation. 

The 45,000,000 people engaged in agriculture and stock raising 
were employed in a business which forme.d the very basis of 
American prosperity. Their great misfortune almost immedi
ately reflected itself in the business of the Nation and greatly 
reduced its vitality, with the -result that it hastened the great 
depression that we have suffered during the past year and a halt. 

I am satisfied that if the existing duties on farm products and 
live stock had been in effect at the close of the World War 
we should have been spared the drastic losses that we have sus
tained. Our decline f'rom war -prices would have been grad ua1, 
and our domestic consumption wotild have largely taken ·care of 
our production. 

I have car-efally analyzed the importations for 1920 and of 
1921, and I -believe that you will agree with my observations; 
but in order that you may have the facts more clearly "before you 
I shall discuss a number of the more important farm products 
that hal e -been primarily affected during the operation of the 
emergency tariff. 

POTATOWS. 

There is no question but that we can produce all the white 
or Irish potatoes that our people require at a fair and reason
.able price to the consumer. We have very few localities that 
are not adapted to the growing of potatoes in the United 
States, but we have a number of States where the soil ~d 
climatic conditions are especially favorable to the growing of 
this very nutritious food product. They are :M:aine, New Y.ork, 
Pennsylvania, Michigan, Minnesota, Colorado, Idaho, Virginia, 
and California. Our normal annual productions during the 
past five years hav-e been about 375,000,000 bushels. Neverthe
less, in view of these :facts, we i.Inported, principally from Can

. ada and D~nmark, in the year 1920, 12,526,620 bushels. Pota-
toes being a perishable product, must be disposed of within a 
period of six to eight months after their harvesting. There
fore the farmer is .unable to store his crop, and is compelled to 
.ship to .market .aft.er harvest .and .frequently at .a time wh.en 
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prices are most unfavorable. He has often been subjected to 
the most vicious competition through the impq_rtation of for
eign potatoes, imported by the produce merchants of the larger 
cities for speculative purposes, and at times intended solely to 
<lepre s the market. 

It can readily be een what effect a cugo of several hundred 
thousand bushels of potatoes shipped from Denmark will have 
upon the Philadelphia and the Kew York markets, or the unload
ing of G00,000 bushels on the Chkago market from Canada. 
Whenever the potato market is impaired by such practices its 
reco\ery is naturally very slow, requiring weeks and sometimes j 
months before a normal price level is reached, with the result 
that great harm is done to the sllipper. Frequently such situa
tions were created, and they were comparatively easy to create, 
while our markets were free and open to the world. The effect 
of the emergency tariff of 25 cents per bushel upon the impor
tation of this product is rather interesting. During the month 
of l\1ay, 1921, which was the last month that potatoes were im
ported free, we imported 173,643 bushels, whereas the im
portations dropped the Yery next montli after duties had gone 
into effect to 23,805 bushels. The statistics of imports for the 
corresponding seven months of 1920 and 1921, beginning with 

supply. I run sure that we have no industry that i · watdieu 
and guarded with such vigilance as is that of the dairy industry 
of America. Marvelous progress has been made in building up 
the finest milk-producing cows in the world ancl tllereby in .. m
ing the health of our infant population. SUl'ely these farruer:s 
are entitled to otlr encouragement and protection again~t nnfair 
foreign competition. In 1920 we imported 23,755,780 pounds of 
condensed and preserved milk and cream free of duty. During 
the month of May, 1921, we received from foreign couutrie · 
2,984,392 pounds free of duty, whereas the following month
being the month of June, 1921-after a duty of 2 cents per 
pound was imposed, the imports dropped to 354,681 ponnd . 
What a marked contrast is shown by the comparative figure· 
of imports during the con-esponding period of the seYen months 
of 19~0 and 1921. 

Free of duty, 1920. 
June--------------- ~ 196,279 
.Tu1Y--------·------- 4, 584, 718 
August______________ 2 , 628, 895 
~eptemher___________ 1, 190, 632 
October _____________ 1, 560,298 
November___________ 97~867 

December ___ _ ------- 962, 242 

Dtity of 2 cents per po1111d, 1921. 
.Tune_______________ 3J4,681 
July________________ 623, 398 
August---------·---- 594, 007 
September___________ 3. !'iOl 
October _____________ . 3f,963 
November__,..________ 43, R90 
December___________ 1, 491 

the month of June of each year, show that our decline of im- '.l'otaL ___ _____ 16, 101, 931 TotaL _______ _ 1, li5li, 431 
ports during this period amounted to 1,783,459 bushels: Difference, 14,446,500 pounus. 

Free of duty, 1920. Duty of 25 cents per btMheZ, 1921. BUTTER AXD OLEOMARO.AlUNE . 

.Tune_______________ 399. 637 .Tune__________________ 23. 805 The ~ tati~tics concerning importatiou of butter and oleo-
.July_________________ 65, 4 oo .Tuly ------------------ 5· 122 margarine are rather jJluwiuatiug: Being a part of the dair:.r 
Aiigust ------------ 268. 847 August________________ 55, 214 f ll f l h 
'f::ptember____________ ~3t3, 696 September------------- 116, 249 industry. it naturally o ow· that a ree market woull a\·e :i 
Odober______________ 443, 170 October ________________ 160, 536

1 

marked. inti uenee upon the price of this all important foocl 
November____________ 615, 612 November ______________ 136, 865 product. Again, a tariff duty of 6 cents per pound show·eil a cle-
December ------------ 321, 334 December -------------- 69, 446 . 

crease in importation of butter during a penocl of even month 
TotaL _________ 2, 350, 696 TotaL ___________ 567, 237 of 1921 over the corresponding month. of 1920 of 1 ,937,940 

Decrea e of imports for seven months, 1,783,459 bushels. ppunds. During the year 19~0 we imported free of <luty 
WHEAT. 37,454.172 pouncls. 

It is most interesting to e.x:amine the importations of wheat Free of duty, i.m. Duty of 6 cents ve1· 11 01111d , t921. 
for the years 1920 allll 1921. In the :rear 1920 we imported .Tune____ __ __ __ ___ __ 3, 186, 559 .Tune_______________ 33. R84 
3;),808,668 bushels of wlteat for doruestic consumption, prac- .TulY---------------· 8, 311, 404 JulY---------------· 191, 748 • 
t ically all of whicll came from Canada, but to this total should August_____________ 2, 737, 265 August_ ___________ :_ 149, 88G 

,, f th th t th' .September----------· 2, 574, 064 September----- - ----· R97. 929 be added 3,555,757 busuel.s more, or e reason a is Octoher_____ ___ _____ 2, 455. 315 October_____________ 1, 85 · 409 
amount was imported in terrus of flour, thereby making the November ___________ 2, 79ti, 684 November___________ 1, 92G, G60 
actual total for 1920, 39.354,213 bushels. From September 1, Dect:>mber___ ________ 4. 033, 754 Decem!Jei·___________ 2, 601, 6 9 

1920, up to June 1, 1921,. at which time the emergency tariff TotaL _______ 26, 097, 045 TotaL____ ___ 7, 159, 105 
went into effect, the most active influences were at work, for Decrease of imports for se>en month · beginning th<' 1. t of June, 
during that period we imported 50,335.818 bushels of wheat. 1921, of 18,931,940 pounds. 
This does not include tlle gTain shipped through the United 
States by Canada for export through our American ports, for 
all of this wheat was shipped in bond. I make mention of this 
fact in order that no doubt may arise in the mind of anyone as 
to the actual quantity that came into direct competition with 
our own domestic product. . 

In view of these figures who can successfully contend that 
this large importation of wheat. did not influence and affect the 
price of wheat in thi country? How effectually this great flow 
of wheat- into the United Stat.es was stopped by the emergency 
tariff act is evidenced by the table below, which shows an im
mediate drop from the month of May, 1921, which was the last 
month wheat was imported free of duty, of from 1,902,667 
bushels to 89,807 bushels for the month of June, 1921, the first 
month that a duty of 35 cents per busll.el was impo ed. The 
comparative :figures for the corresponding seven months of 1920 
with those of 1921, after the tariff became effective. show a 
deci ive drop of import~ amounting to 27,911,203 bushels: 

Free, 1920. Dtity of 85 oents per bushel, 1921 . 
.January------------ 756. 228 January------------ 4, 504, 856 
February ----------- 534; 692 February----------- 4, 403, 712 
March______________ 665. 154 March______________ 2, 671, 043 
ApriL-------------- 227. 284 ApriL______________ 4, 451, 304 
May --------------- 474, 891 May --------------- 1, 902, 6G7 

June ______________ _ 

July ---------------August ____________ _ 

~~¥~i:rb~~:::::::::: 
November _________ _ 
December __________ _ 

283. 010 
100,334 
::164, 82'7 

1, 842,397 
9, 802, 149 
9,522,578 

11, 235, 112 

DATE E~IERGENCY TARft'F TOOK 
EFFECT. June ______________ _ 

July ---------------August ____________ _ 

September ---------
October ------ ------November __________ _ 
December __________ _ 

89,807 
713,669 
239,559 

81,031 
878, 115 

1,184,776 
2,052,247 

Total ------ 33, 150, 407 Total -------- 5. 239, 204 
Decrease of imports for seven months beginning June 1, 1921, 

27,911,203 bushels of wheat. 
IMPORTS OF CONDEl\SlilO AND PRllSER\'llD l\IILK AND CREAM. 

I am certain that the produrer of milk in our country is wel
coming the beneficial influence that the emergency tariff is 
exerting upon the demand and price of his product. We all 
appreciate the great hazard and arduous labor that is involved 
in the production of milk. His herds of cows are constantly 
in danger of being subjected to quarantine and the most rigid 
sanitary laws are being enforced in order to insure a pure milk 

CORN. 

We all know that the ·United States is the world. great Pl'O· 
ducer of corn. About 70 per cent of tlle entire corn crop of the 
world is grown in this country. Not over 20 per cent ever 
enters the channel of tra,de, and practically all of this is old 
in the Eastern and Southern States. The Atlantic seaboard 
receive· all the imported corn. The question then arises, \Vhy 
should there be any need for a duty on corn? The answer nat
urally follows, To prevent speculator from depressing the 
natural market price of this product. 

Why should we import corn from the Argentine, 6,000 miles 
from our eastern ports, if for any other rea on than to create 
an artificial market and thereby lessen the price of corn for 
speculative purposes? 

In 1920 we imported 7,784,482 bushels of corn, 7,028,422 
bushels of which came from Argentina. All of this importa
tion bad a very serious influence upon the price of eorn grown 
in Pennsylvania and Ohio. How quickly the importation of 
corn ceased with the enactment of the emergency tariff which 
put into effect a duty of 15 cents per bushel. The marvelous 
decline of importation for the corresponding seven months of 
1921 as compared with those of 1920 amounts to 6,548,876 
bushels: 

Free of duty, 1920. I Duty of 15 _cents per b1ishel, mi. 
June________________ 937, 204 June_________________ 17, 615 
JulY----------------- 2, 343,445 JUIY----------------~ 17,671 
.August______________ 1, 300, 418 August______________ 5, 366 
September ___________ . 1, 066,449 September ___________ . 3, 137 
October______________ 608,064 October______________ 472 
November------------ 128, 600 November------------ 1, 086 
December____________ 166, 125 December____________ 6, 082 

Total _________ 6,600,305 Total________ _ 51,429 
Decrease of imports for corresponding seven months of 6,548.876 

blli!hels. 
FRESH LAMB AND ?.fUTTON. 

One of the most startling injustices ever inflicted upon a great 
and sturdy people--the cattle and sheep growers of America
occurred when our markets were flooded by the importation of 
more than 100,000,000 pounds of fresh lamb and mutton during 
1920 from New Zealand and Australia. They duinped their 
surplus supplies upon om· market and thereby nearly ruined 
our sheep industry. The disastrous effect of this cruel and un-
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warranted competition will require years of courageous effort 
to rehabilitate this important business. If we had had a pro
tected market I am positive we should never have had this sad 
experience. How any American can advocate an open market 
after acquainting himself with all these facts .and the suffering 
that it brought to the cattlemen of the West and Southwest is 
beyond my understanding. Beginning with the 1st of June, 1920, 
and comparing the imports with the corresponding imports of 
these products for 1921, for a period of seven months, we shall, 
in a measure, be able to appreciate the significance of this un-
restricted competition. • 

Free of duty, 1.9!0. Duty of Z cents per pound, 1921. 
June--------------- 2,033,200 June--------------- 103,826 
July --------------- 5, 181, 526 July --------------- 113, 801 
August ------------- 13, 956, 578 August ------------- 617, 243 
September ---------- 18, 460, 700 September ---------- 1, 237, 402 
October ------------ 27, 024, 972 October ------------ 1, 301, 338 
November ---------- 13, 791, 198 November ---------- 1, 244, 103 
December ----------- 10, 648, 347 December ---------- 1, 416, 208 

Total --------- 91, 096, 521 ' Total ---------- 6, 033, 921 

Decrease of imports for seven months amounted to 85,062,600 
pounds. 

In view of the foregoing facts and figures how happy all must 
be who helped to enact this important legislation into law. 
It has· dissipated every argument advanced against a protective 
tariff for farm products. 

Personally I never agreed with the theory that a protective 
tariff should only apply to manufactured articles. The farm
ing industry is just as essential to the well being of our country 
as are the ~reat industrial plants of the Nation. The one is de
pend1~nt upon the other. If the tariff is a good thing for the 
steel mills, the silk mills, the woolen mills, and the cotton 
mills, why then should it not be equally good for the farmers 
who raise potatoes, wheat, cotton, wool, milk, and all other farm 
products? 

Our recent agricultural depression demonstrates this fact, and 
I confidently trust that the great inequality that has existed 
since 1913 may never again happen. If the Under.wood tariff 
law enacted in 1913 under the Wilson administration had not 
placed all farm products upon the free list, I am positive the 
shock to our farming industry and its resultant harmful effect 
upon the Nation would no1: have been so severe. Let us take 
heed of this costly experience and resol~ in the future to pro
tect as well as preserve all the industries of this common country 
of ours. [Applause.] 

The best market in the world is our own. We export but 
15 per cent of our production. Why seek those distant and un
certain markets, far removed from our shores, while the Ameri
can market waits upon us for action? Why not put our own 
strength to the test by stimulating mutual confidence and put
ting into effect the great dynamic energy that so successfully 
brought us to an early victory when the hope of triumph ap
peared afar off? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired. 

l\fr. GERNERD. I ask that my time may be extended. 
l\lr. LINEBERGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that the gentleman's time be extended five minutes. 
Mr. LIN'I'HICUM. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that 

there is no quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks 

unanimous consent that the gentleman's time may be extended 
five minutes, and the gentleman from Maryland makes the 
point of no ~uorum. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
Two hundred and one Members are present-a quorum. _ 

Mr. LINEBERGER. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GERNEBD] be extended 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
l\fr. LINTHICUM. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN . . The gentleman from Maryland objects. 
Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, is there any time on this 

amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. All time on the pending amendment has 

expired. . 
Mr. STEENERSON. I move to strike out the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 
Mr. STEENERSON. I just wanted to stay a word about these 

surveys; but I suppose I will have to wait until the next item is 
read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without· objection the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. FREEMAN]. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
FREEMAN) there were ayes 45, noes 35. 

LXII--461 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of ordefl 
that there is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 
of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair wilf count. 
[After counting.] One hundred Members present, a quorum. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I ask fo1: tellers, Mr. Chairman. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed l\fr. FREE· 

MAN and Mr. LONGWORTH. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, a parlia· 

mentary inquiry. Is this a vote on the amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. This is a vote on the amendment. 
The committee again divided ; and the tellers reported-ayes 

53, noes 32. 
Accordingly the amendment was agreed to. 
The clerk read as follows : 
Big Timber Creek, N. J. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word~ I just wish to make a few remarks on the question 
of these surveys. I have had several surveys in the river and 
harbor bill in past years. I have had several preliminary ex· 
aminations of rivers and harbors, and I have never yet known 
of one that did not cost something. I think the statement that 
has been made here that it is absolutely without any expense, 
that all that is necessary in most instances is to write a letter 
or two, is inaccurate. It may be so in some cases, but I have 
known of none in my experience of 20 years. I have known 
preliminary surveys to cost a good many thousands of dollars 
and to result in adverse -Tepcirts, so that there was no subse
quent detailed survey made. 

Mr. MONDELL. Would the Chief of Engineers be doing his 
duty if he did not make a survey when the Congress had or· 
dered it made? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Naturally, the Congressman who is in
strumental in getting the item inserted in the bill will insist 
on the survey. It is rarely refused. In one case I recall the 
report on .the preliminary survey was adverse. The first propo
sition was to improve the river for navigation by means of a 
reservoir system, and in the next river and harbor bill I got 
an item inserted for a survey to improve the river generally 
for navigation. That was also turned down on the preliminary 
examination. The last time I got an item inserted in the river 
and harbor bill providing that this survey should be made with 
a view not only to the improvement of the river for purposes 
of navigation but with a view to preventing floods and for pur
poses of drainage, in cooperation with local interests. That sur· 
vey went through and cost something like $5,000. 

A detailed survey was made with plans and estimates, and 
as a result the recommendation was made that drainage and 
flood prevention part of the project amounted to nine-tenths of 
the last improvement. That the interests of navigation would 
be improved by only a very small extent. I think the total im- · 
provement was estimated to cost $800,000, and that the improve
ment to navigation would amount to only $10,000. So you see 
the item of improvement to navigation was very small indeed. 
The improvement is now going on at the expense of more than 
$1,000,000, and will reclaim hundreds of thousands of acres of 
land, besides improving river navigation. 

So these preliminary surveys are not as they have been repre
sented here. They may be quite expensive, and I have known 
a preliminary survey costing a considerable sum to result in an 
adverse recommendation. You may insert such an item here 
without any knowledge as to what the proposition is. An item 
bas just been adopted, and the gentleman offering it says he 
knows nothing about it. Nobody on the committee seems to 
know anything about it. It is simply an accommodation to a 
member. A member of the committee stated on the floor jocu
larly that all be needed was that somebody ask for a survey, 
and he said, ''All right, let us put it in." 

Now, I don't believe that ought to be done; I do not think the 
Government would be justified in spending its money blindly; 
without any information as to the merits. 

Mr. LAYTON. Upon what basis did the gentleman proceed 
in the first place when this proposition was turned down, as he 
says, three times? 

Mr. STEENERSON. It was a scheme to improve navigation 
by means of reservoirs. It was meritorious, but not sufficiently 
important as a navigation proposition. The next survey of the 
same river resulted in the adoption of a plan or ·project valuable 
for reclamation by cJTainage and flood control, and the cost 
of that part of the project to be assessed against the land in
stead of charged to the Government. 

Mr. LAYTON. Then the gentleman's scheme depended upon 
something that he knew nothing about. 
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Mr. STEENERSON. No. It depended on the •cooperation of. 
local intere ·ts, which pay nine-tenths of the cost, the Govern
ment only paying for improvement of navigation. 

I protest agarin t including items '.for surveys nn1ess some one 
can give 111formation and assumnce that there is merit in the 
project. 

l\fr. W ATRON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. The gentleman from Wyoming stated many of us are 
11ot ·directly interested in 'the development of rivers and har
bors. Many of us nre not -directly interested in the sagebrush of 
the Middle West, but by Teciprocity between the East, the West, 
the Nor.th, and the South, the one helping the ·other, it has 
developed a great Nation, until to-day we are the strongest 
Republic in the wotild. [Applause.] We are richer than any 
empire every known in the history of ,man. [Applause.] 
Although very much has been said against the sur:veys, I want 
to emphasize the wisdom of the committee in -authorizing a 
survey of the Delaware Rtrer from Trenton to East811. 

1\rr. MONDELL. 'Will the gentleman yield? 
1\11.'. WATSON. Yes. . 
Mr. MONDELL. WJU that survey cost anything? 
1\Ir. WATS ON. C>f course 1t will. 
l\Ir. MONDELL. 1 understood thal the survey did not cost 

anything. 
Mr. WATSON. All surveys do. 
l\lr. MONDELL. How much does the gentJeman think it will 

co t? 
l\Ir. WATSON. I do not know how much it will take. The 

cost, df cour e, will depend upon the ti.me required, and .the 
Government will pay the bill 

Mr. MC>NDELL. It would cost money, of course. 
l\1r. WATSON. Let me giYe a:n experience. A few years ago 

the Rivers and Harbors Committee authorized the ,aurvey of 
the E>elaware ·River 'from Philadelphia to Trenton. That sur
vey -was made by Colonel Ledue. The Government brought him 
from the West that he would not be under tbe influence of the 

· people of the East. Colonel Ledue was probably three months 
in making that survey, and he submitted a very extended re
port. He employed an assistant, several clerks, had a yacht 
at his command, and, of course, it cost money. He .made an 

· adverse report, 'but we appealed to the Committee on Commerce, 
· which reversed the repo1•t because it believed in the develop

ment of the Delaware River and that it would be beneficial to 
the State of Pennsylvania as -well as to the Federal Govern-
m@~ , 

In 1869 Congress appropriated a certain amount of money to 
deepen the channel 6 feet between Philadelphia and T.renton. 
No doubt at that time the Members of Congress opposed it, as 
they are opposing -such appropriations to-day. In 1909 it was 
fotmd that the channel was not deep enough, and there was an 
appropriation for a 1.2-foot channel. The result was that in 

· 1919 over '800,000,000 tons of commodities were -transported to 
and from Trenton. That city recently expended over $1,000,000 
for terminal facilities. Now we want an 18-foo't channel. 
There will be a fight against that, but it will come later. 

The idea of developing the upper Delaware from Trenton 
to Easton will be on account of the coal mines, the great cement 
industries, the stone quarries, the fertile lands on either side 
of the banks, which produce agricultural protlacts for the 
great cities of Philadelphia and New York, and I believe it is n 
wise thing to develop the upper Delaware River, ·and I congratu
late the committee upon its action. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The pro forma amendment is witbd'rawn, 
and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Northeast River, Md. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Is there any gentleman on the committee who can give 
us some .information in regard to this particular stream that it is 
,proposed to have surveyed? I think these surveys ought to be 
made where there 1s some probability of developing navigation. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. What stream does the gentleman 
refer to? 

Mr. MONDELL. Any one of these streams, if the gentleman 
knows about them. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. Northeast River, Md., is off the 
upper part of Chesapeake Bay, and is navigated principally by 
fishing vessels. 

l\lr. MONDIDLL . .I am glad to have the information from the 
gentleman, but my inquiry was ns to what the committee knew 
about the item and the reason for including it in the bill. 

I yield to the gentleman from Maryland. He seems to be 
the only one who ha s information, although he is not a member 
of thf' f'o mniittee. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. I am not a member of the committee, 
out this particular improvement is in my district, which is the 
Eastern Shore district of iMaryland. I ~ve the gentleman 
the information '8..bout the Northeast River. · 

Mr. MUNDELL. Did the gentleman appear before the ~om
mittee and make a statement in detail in -regard to the stream? 

Mr. GOLDS.BOROUGH. I will give the gentleman the infor- · 
mation about the items, if he desires it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Did the gentleman appear before the com
mittee? 

l\Ir. GOLDSBOROUGH. That is a confidential matter be- , 
tween me -and the committee which I do not feel disposed to 1 

discuss. I am willing to give the gentleman the in.formation. j 
1\Ir. MONDELL. I would_ not have the gentleman discuss 

,anything that is purely confidential. I had SUJ>posed that this I 
was :public business. 

l\Ir. GOLDSBOROUGH. It is public business; but that ques
tion is not germane to the inquiry. 

Mr. MO:I\""DELL. But 1f it is purely confidential I would not 
want the gentleman to divulge it. This is a confidential im
provement of a river, I presume. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. MO:I\'DELL. Yes. 
Mr. LAYTON. I can _give the gentleman some specific infor

mation about one item. I refer now to the Christiana River, 
Del., from Newport to Christiana. It lies about 6 miles north or 
the city of Wil.mini,,"1:on and it has three towns of considerable 
size upon its banks. It runs through the midst of a .rich farm
ing sectioD, and it is desirable to have it surveyed to determine 
whether or .not that part of the river can be dredged to accom
modate a growing industrial and ..agricultural community. 

!\Ir. l\IONDELL. Has the stream been improved at all? 
Mr. LAYTON. Yes; u,p to WJ.lmington and a little beyond 

it. It runs through a section of the country with no rock of 
any kind, a section that is easily susceptible to dredging at a 
very low cost. We are simply asking for a survey to let the 
experts of the Government determine whether the river shall 
be fm·ther improved. 

Mr. MONDELL.. This is a very proper item, I should say, :for 
.survey . 

.lfr. LO TGWORTH. Can we ,get some con.fi.den.tial informa
tion as to how much this will cost? 

}.fr. GOLDSBOROUGH. The gentleman can get all the infor
mation he desires. 

l\ll·. LONGWORTH. Nobody will say anything outside of 
this Cbamber about it, I assure the gentleman. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. The gentleman can get the infor
mation if he wants it. Take Crisfield Harbor: That is the 
four th po1·t of entry in the United States, so far as the number 
of ships, not the size, that enter it is concerned. It is in the 
lower part of ·Chesapeake Bay, near the Virginia shore. Black 
Walnut Harbor, Md., is traversed by the packet boats from 
Baltimore to the eastern .shore. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have one other inquiry that I would like 
to ubmit to the gentleman: He has given us some valuable 
and interesting information; what is there about it that is con
fidential? 

l\Ir. GOLDSBOROUGH. There is nothing about it that is 
confidential that I know of. 

.l\lr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman. lf the gentleman will per
mit , the gentleman from Wyoming did not ask the gentleman 
from Maryland to divulge the testimony before the commit
tee, but merely as to whether or not he appeared before the 
committee. 

Mr . .QOLDSBOROUGH. .He asked for facts. 
MI. DEMPSEY. He asked Whether tb.e gentleman appeared 

before the subcommittee. 
Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH. I did not appear befo.re the sub

committee, but I talked to Mr. DUPRE, and also to Mr. LAYTON. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 

has expir ed. 
l\Ir. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 

last two words. I think these ,are very important surveys in · 
Maryland, especially at Crisfield and at Cambridge Ha-rbor. 
If more Members of this Congress iWould visit Cr.isfi~ld and 
Cambridge and ascertain the amount of shipping done at those 
points they would readily see that these surveys are necessary. 
I am always interested in river and harbor bills, especially 
under the new system of appropriating just what money is 
necessary to efficiently do the work. I can see no reason why 
these surveys should not be ma-Oe, if necessary, and submitted 
to Congress, ·because, as has been stated, their necessity will be 
determined mostly upon data which they have already ; and it 
it is not worth a real survey it will not be J>rovided.. This bill 
does not provide anything part icularly for the rity of Balti-
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more, because the Congresi:; has already been fair and just to 
Baltimore City, in that it has granted surveys of the harbor and 
liver, so that we are well proyided for so far as the present 
needs are concerned. 

You talk about making a river and harbor bill popular with 
the people and to have them deeply interested in it. 1 will 
tell you how to do it, and that is let the people who are bene
fited by these appropriations and surveys do like Baltimore 
did-cooperate with the Government in developing its port and 
its channel. We have appropriated $50,000,000 in Baltimore for 
improving our harbor and channel. Now let the people in 
other part~ of this country where these improvements are pro
vided and these appropriations are made to carry them into 
effect cooperate with the Government and show by their own 
taxation, by their own appropriation, by their own efforts, that 
the project is worthy, and you will never find any objection on 
the part of the people with reference to appropriations for 
rivers and harbors. Let them go down into their pockets 

·as do the people of Baltimore, and you will accomplish great 
popularity for this bill. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I call the gentleman's attention to part 2, 
page 2109, of the Report of the Chief of Engineers, and he will 
see that, as against 98 surveys in this bill, in 1902 there were 
170 ; 1905, 176 ; 1906, there were 2 ; in 1907 there were 200 ; 
1909, 27 4---

Mr. LINTHICUM. I hope the gentleman will not take all of 
my time, as it will be impossible for me to get any more. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I will get the gentleman additional time. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. The gentleman can not do it. I can not 

yield further. I do not know about the items the gentleman 
read because he bas not stated to me what they are; but I 
repeat that Baltimore is cooperating and her harbor and chan
nels have been taken care of in the appropriation bill which 
was passed for the purpose some time ago. Our surveys have 
been provided for, and we are quite well satisfied at this time. 
What I want to impress upon this committee is cooperation 
upon the part of the people who receive the benefit of these 
appropriations. If they will get busy and appropriate from 
their own pockets, provide by their own taxation and coop
erate with the Government work, we will find no objection on 
the part of the people of this country to appropriations in a 
river and harbor bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman. is recognized in opposi

tion to the pro forma amendment. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the atten

tion of the chairman of the committee to this. This bill makes 
a wholesale appropriation, and these funds are not distributed, 
are they? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD. I mean authorizations; they are not dis

tributed. How many survey provisions are authorized and 
under investigation? 

l\lr. DEMPSEY. I wi11 have to examine to see. 
Mr. FAIRFIELD. The gentleman is not awa.re of the 

number? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. No; I think the reports are pretty well 

up to date. I do· not think there are a very large number of 
surveys which have not been acted upon, and the reason I say 
that to the gentleman is that reports which have been referred 
to the Board of Engineers within a few weeks have been re
ported back within a few days. 

Matters referred to them only a few weeks ago, some in this 
report, for instance, one in regard to Newark Bay was referred 
to the engineers only a few weeks ago, and the report was re
ceived about two weeks a~o. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. Now, will these surveys, if they are au
thorized, necessitate specific appropriations, or can the money 
be taken out of the lump sum which has been already appro
priated for rivers and harbors? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The military appropriation bill contains a 
specifit item for examination of surveys and contingencies for 
rivers and harbors, for which there may be no special appro
priation, of $325,000, provided that no part of this sum shall 
be expended for any preliminary examination of a survey proj
ect or estimate not authorized by law. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD. When authorized, then every one of these 
projects will take money from the projects already authorized 
and for which a survey bas not been made? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. To such extent as may be necessary, but 
the amounts will be small. 

l\lr. FAIRFIELD. I know there are some very _important 
ones it might Yery seriously interfere with. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Mull.Jerry Creek, Lancaster County, Va. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Can the gentleman give us any information in 
regard to Mattox Creek, Va.? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I am not a member of the committee, but 
the matter came before the subcommittee, and I should say 
that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. BLAND] could give the 
information. 

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, there was a bill 
introduced by me for a preliminary examination and survey 
of Mattox Creek. At the time this bill was considered I bad 
other creeks and rivers to be considered, and so I submitted 
to the subcommittee a written memorandum of the informa
tion which had been received by me. I still have that report. 
I have the Mattox Creek item. I am informed that for many 
years the creek was used by steamers, but was finally aban
doned on account of inadequate depth of water. I am arlvised 
that the commerce in that vicinity which can use this stream 
would aggregate about $150,000. And on that I ask that there 
be at least a preliminary examination and survey. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman says that the stream has 
been abandoned by commerce. 

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. It was abandoned by steamers 
because it had begun to fill up to such an extent that steamers 
no longer came up the stream. Commerce would still be on 
the creek in the way of small boats and fishing craft, and the 
hope in having this preliminary examination and survey is 
that it will show that the creek can be dredged out without 
unreasonable expense to such an extent that it can be used. 

1\!r. MONDELL. Of course, such a survey as the gentleman 
in bis opinion desires, as in the opinion of Congress, will call for 
a survey that will take a considerable time to ascertain the 
me·asurements and depths, and all that sort of thing, and might 
cost quite a con.siderable sum of money. 

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I will say to the gentleman from 
Wyoming that I have had experience in some of these prelimi
nary examinations and surveys. There were two creeks, or two 
authorizations, examined in my district. On them the total 
cost to the Government was probably about $25, because an engi
neer from Wilmfogton came down and examined one on one 
day and examined the other the next. He was accompanied 
by a stenographer. Hearings were had at night. He was en
tertained in the community by people living there, and bis only 
cost was bis railroad fare from Wilmington to the eastern 
shore of Virginia and return. 

Mr. MONDELL. Was the report favorable or unfavorable? 
Mr. BLAND of Virginia. The reports on those cases ,...-ere 

unfavorable. There has been a favorable report in one case, 
but the---

Mr. MONDELL. If the facts were so patent as to the non
naYigability of the stream and the inadvisability of spending 
public money in the improvement of it, why could not that have 
been developed here in Washington as well as to have some 
gentlemen visit the community and enjoy the hospitality of 
Virginia, and tell the people that it was not navigable and 
could not be used? 

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Because it was a great deal easier 
for the people of that country to have ·)Ile engineer go there 
and take the evidence of those people than to impose the burden 
upon those bard-working people to come to Washington and 
testify before a.committee here. 

Mr. MONDELL. They did not need to come. 
Mr. BLAND · of Virginia. They did need to come. The evi

dence was taken by the engineer on the ground. People were 
notified, 50 or 100 of them, and in each of these cases, I believe, 
there were at least 100 people there who testified as to the 
commerce on those streams, testified as to the commerce in that 
neighborhood, and as to the benefits to be derived therefrom. 

Mr. MONDELL. I hope that will all redound to the credit of 
our friend from Virginia, although leading to an adverse report. 
Does the gentleman think that Mattox Creek could be ex
amined for $30? 

l\Ir. BLAND of Virginia. I will answer the gentleman that 
I believe it could be examined for less, and I was going to give 
him the reason why I say so. I had other surveys--

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman expect the result of the 
examination will also be adverse, as it was in the other cases? 

l\fr. BLAND of Virginia. I hope that it will be granted. It 
is impossible for me to say what th& report will be. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend
ment is withdra\'\'Il, and the Clerk will read. 

l\Ir. BLAl~D of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the item for 1\Iul
berry Creek was read. I rose at the same time as did the gen
tlemun from ·wyoming to offer an amendment t ' that item. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
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The Clerk read as foUows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BLAND of Virginia: Page 14, line 4, after 

the word " Virginia," strike out the period a:nd insert a eomma and. ad? 
tbe words " and e nt1·anee thereto from .channel of R!\'.Ppahannock Rrver, 
Ya." . 

The CHMRl\IAN. The question is on ,tbe amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Yirginia. 

Mr. MONDELL. ~Ir. Chairman, I think we aught to know 
sgmething .about this amendment. It is highly importrunt to 
koow whether or n&t this committee is '.Prepared .to accept .ever~ 
amendment offered for a suney, without knowledge. I would 
like to hear from these gentlemen as to the matter of the e 
sun·eys. 

The CHAIRM...lli. The gentleman from Virginia is recog
n ized for five minutes in support o:f hls amendment. 

Mr. BLAND of Yir inia. M.r. Chairman, the hill which 1 
have intreduced .applied for a survey of Mulberry Creek and 
tJ1e channel connecting that creek w ith the Rappahannock River. 
When the committee framed <the bill it .only framed the bill 
fer a survev of Mulberry Oreek. The information which I 
gave to the committee was to the fullewing e1!ect: . 

I under tand tl1at there is adequate :water m the ~reek itself, 
but that there .ar.e sand bars .near the mouth where the .creek 
empties into the Rappahannock Riv.er, and these sa~d bar~ ~~ed 
to be dredged in -order ito .afford proper transportation facilities. 
The proposition is recommended to me as a necessary one. I 
undel' tand that the people of that community are lai:gely en
o·aged in fishing and oystering, .and an estimate given to me of 
ihe busines for the year 1920 is in the sum -Of .$300,000, con
sisting of oysters, lime, lumber, 0yster shells, potatoes, coal, 
gasoline, wood, canned tomatoes, farm products, .and general 
merchandise. I under tand that .at present the products must 
be handled on lighters; that about 300 yards need to be rleep
ened to furnish a much-needed harbor for small craft. 

The idea is to get rid of these bars, which are 300 feet long, 
so that there will be an open entrance to that creek. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. How long is this channel? 
Mr. BLA.i"\"'D of Virginia. The creek is of considerable size. 
Mr. DEl\IPSEY. What about the channel? 
Mr. BLAND of Virginia. The channel to be dredged is about 

300 yards. 
l\lr. BUTLER. How wide is this creek? 
Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I really do -not know. I have not 

seen it myself. I speak g,nly from information that has been 
given to me. 

1\Ir. M01\TDELL. How wide is the channel? 
Mr. BLAND of Virginia. I want to ay to the gentleman 

from Wyoming that this stream, which is designated here as 
a " creek " would appear to the people of 'Vyoming as great as 
the Atla~tic Ocean. [Laughter.] It is as wide almost as the 
Potomac River. 

l\1r. MONDELL. The gentleman is long on assertion but 
short on argument. 

Mr BLAND of Virginia. Well, the gentleman can plaee any 
interpretation he plea es on what I have said. 

1\Ir. LONGWORTH. Is the committee in favor of this amend: 
ment? . . 

l\fr. DE1\1PS.EY. I think the committ~e ·is opposed to the 
amendment, but I have ·net giv~ it consideration. 

1\lr. LONGWORTH. We desire, you know, to follow the 
committee. [Laughter.] ' . 

1\Ir. DEMPSEY. I have no know1edge as to th.e necessity for 
a su rYey 

l\1r. LONGWORTH. Then the gentleman advises that we op
pose the ·amendment? 

1\1r. DEMPSEY. I would net so advise the gentleman, but if 
he desires to do .so be can. 

:Hr. LONGWOTITH. Will the gentleman suggest that we vote 
against if? 

The CHAIRMAN. The qu~on is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the "noes~· appeared to have it. 

l\1:r. BLAND of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I call for a dtvision. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemaJI irom Virginia calls for a 

diyision. 
The committee divided; and there were-ayes 31, noes 43. 
So the amendment w as rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will Tead. 
l\Ir. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I object to the 

vote on the ground .that the1·e is no ·q.uorum present. 
TlH~ CHAIHl\iAN. The gentleman ifrom Nebr.as~a ~akes the 

iwint that there is no quorum present. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] 0ne hundred and six Members are present, 
a quorum. The Olerk will read. 

The <Clerk read as follows : 
Onancock River, Va. 

Mr. MONDELL. l\.fr. Chairman, cnu some member of the 
committee give us some information in regard to this river in 
Virginia·? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming moves . to 
strike out the last word. 

~lr. DEMPSEY. MT. Chairman, my understandin"' was th.at 
this bill was to be,....considered by sections. We are now on the 
ninth section, and the section has not been .completely re.ad. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. ·Chairman the gentleman a ked 
unanimous consent himself to have the bill read by paragraphs. 

'The CTIAffiMAN. The Chair will state that it was the order 
of the committee that t'he bill should be read by paragraphs. It 
is a reasonable request to make for information. 

l\fr. BLAND of Virginia. What is the item concerning which 
the gentleman asks? 

l\fr. MONDELL. Onancock River. Va. 
Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Onancock River was pa ·ed, but I 

will be very glad to .give the gentleman what information I 
have. I sha11 not try to make arguments of facts, but I will 
try to give 'facts. 

This is an existing ,project, but the channel provided tor in the exist
ing project is a charmel acro the outer 'bar, a distance of 1,000 feet. 
200 feet wide, 8 feet in depth at mean low water, and (or straightmiing 
tile 1river channel by cutting off projecting shoals t6 a depth of 7 
feet at mean Jow water. It is desired to increase the depth at bar .to 
9 feet, and otherwise to 8 feet. The waterway is a very important one. 

l\Ir. MO:.t-."DELL. What is the gentleman reading fr,om? 
l\Ir. BLAND of Vil·ginia. I am reading from the memo

randum I gave to the snbcommittee on surveys of the Committee 
on Rivers .and Harbors, which memorandum collected the in
formation that was 1n my p.o~ssion at that time, and which 
is as complete information on the subject, in a few words .. as I 
am able to .give the gentleman. This is a copy of the paper that 
I gave to tbe memb.ers of the subcommittee. 

Mr. DE1\1PSEY~ Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLAND of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. DE.MP.SEY. I will suggest also that he will find the 

matter treated in part 1 of the report of the Chief of Engi
geers at page 590. 

l\Ir. BLAND of Virginia. Yes. 
l\1r."l\10NDELL. If this river has been improved, why is an

other survey necessary? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. We sometimes make second improvements 

on rivers and harhor.s throughout the United Stat-es. That is 
not an uncommon practice. 

Mr. M01''DELL. If the river is being improved, L should 
assume that they would know something about it. 

l\1r. DE1\1PSEY. As has been stated, it began in the Dela
ware River with an improvement to a depth of 6 feet, and then 
they got to a depth of 12 feet, and th.en it went to a depth of 18 
feet. River and harbor improvements are progressive, and 
sometimes they :find, for instance, that they hav-e to improve 
up to a wharf where a wharf had not been placed before. Great 
industries grow up along the stream and they make necessary 
corresponding improvements. 

l\fr. MONDELL. l\fy recollec.tion is that where that is done 
the item specifically provides for the character and purpose of 
the survey. Here is a stream that has been partly improved, 
and I imderstand from the gentleman from Virginia that the 
purpose is to improve it to a greater extent or in some other 
pa.rt of the stream. • 

Mr. BLAND of Virginia. To increase the depth. 
.M.r. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. The engineers will re.com

mend the improvement of a river or harbor in a particular man
ner and to a particular extent. The Congress .of the United 
States adopts that recommendation, .and that be.comes a project. 
When it is ca:rried out and completed, the authority of the engi
neers over that project ceases. If the project is to be changed in 
extent -0r char.acter, it must have authority to make .a survey to 
determine whether or not it is advisable to the extent of the pro
posed change. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think we understand that ; and yet, if the 
gentleman will aliDw me. it occlll's to me that wh~e a river ~as 
been improved and it is the purpose to make still furtl1er lID
provement, the item for the urvey ordinarily makes some ref.er
ence to ruid provision for the character of the new survey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. · Without objection, the pro forma amendment will 
be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk .read .as follows.; 
Mattaponi River, Va., from Walkerton. to AyJett. 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from :Mississippi offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
man came to us a little late, and I am sorry we did not have 
the time to investigate it. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. LOWREY : On page 14, between 

and 11, inse1·t the following paragraph: 

Mr. LOWREY. I say I got my appeal from the citizens verti 
lines 10 late; they are in agony now over the flood in that district. 

" Tallahatchie and Coldwater Rivers, :r.Iiss., and the tributaries of 
these rivers, with a view to devising plans for flood protection and 
determining the extent to which the United States should coopE!rate 
with the State and other communities and interests in carrying out 
such plans, its share being based on the value of protection to naviga· 
tion." 

l\Ir. SISSON. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat familiar wiili 
the situation there. The people themselves want to know what 
they themselves may do. They do not object at all to paying 
whatever is necessary or what is right for them to pay, but theY. 
want, of course, permission from the Secretary of War or the 
Federal Government. The only way the Federal Government 

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman can determine the matter is by a survey. · 
from Wyoming [Mr. l\1oNDELL), and I voted against the increase Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman state to the committee 
of the appropriation to $42,000,000, because I did not believe in in a brief way what is involved in the matter? 
wasting money on small streams and unnecessary projects; but Mr. SISSON. I can not tell, of course, how many acres o:t 
the ituation here is just this: The hill country extends away land are involved. 
to the east and slopes very much like this floor, and there have Mr. DE~1PSEY. What are the streams; are they navigable~ 
been a lot of drainage districts organized, and the creeks up can they be made navigable? 
there have been straightened by means of canals, and the water Mr . . SISSON. There are so many streams called navigable 
rushes rapidly from those hills, and when it reaches the Missis- which I doubt are navigable, but they are put on the maps as 
sippi bottom, in this flat country, in the last two or three years such. 
the flood waters have spread out over everything. In this way :Mr. LONGWORTH. How niany streams are involved in 
a great deal of valuable land is being ruined. Legally these the amendment? 
streams are navigable. The Government has appropriated Mr. SISSON. Only one stream involved. I presume that 
money in the past to keep them open, and there has been a little they put in the word tributaries because where the other 
navigation on them. So they are under Government control streams come in it may require a little work. How much of 
and not local control. The people there are desperately anxious this matter is flood control' and for protection of the land, and 
to get at some means by which they can cooperate with the how much relates to the navigation of the river, the survey! 
Government to protect their lands from the floods anCl still, if will determine. I do not believe the people themselves know. 
desired, keep these streams open as navigable streams. It requires no engineering work. It is just a survey tQ deter-

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? mine how much the Federal Government should pay, if any-
Mr. LOWREY. Yes. thing. 
1\1r. l\IONDELL. Is not this more a matter for the Committee Mr. DEMPSEY. I understand this involves the Tallahatchie 

on Flood Control rather than the Committee on Rivers and and the Coldwater Rivers. I find that both of these are under 
Harbors? improvement. The projects have been adopted, and the facts 

Mr. LOWREY. I have an idea that it would go to the Flood are set out at page 1157 of Part I of the Report of the Engi
Control Committee, but the matter has to do with navigation neers for 1921. They have a small tonnage. 
of these rivers, and that will have to be disposed of. The Mr. SISSON. I will state to the chairman that this ls not so 
amendment asks for a survey in order that they may deter- much a question of importanc;e to the Federal Government, so 
mine between the National Government, the State, and so forth, far as navigation is concerned, as it is to the local propertY. 
as to the extent to which each shall participate in protecting owners. I do think that these people ought to be permitted tO 
that country from these rivers. know just what they may and may not do. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Has the gentleman presented his amend- Mr. DEMPSEY. I will say to the gentleman that in this pres-
ment heretofore to the committee? ent bill there is provision for doing certain work up in Wisccm-

1\Ir. LOWREY. Yes; I went with my map twice to the com- sin, the cost of which will be $15,000 to the Government, while 
mittee room with the amendment. The committee had accepted to the State of Wisconsin it will be over $700.000. The entir~ 
the amendment, but when they began to make so many objec- cost, except simply the cost of supervision, is borne by the lo• 
tions to the committee amendments I took it back from the cality. That is not an infrequent thing, I would say. The com
committee and have offered it myself. merce on these two streams was $5,000,000 ia 1919 and $3,000,000 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman received his amendment in 1920. · 
from the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. FREEMAN) 1 Mr. SISSO:N'. I say frankly that I do not think there is that 

Mr. LOWREY. Yes. much or that there ~Yer will be that much navigation on the Tal· 
Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman from Connecticut would lahatchie River. That is not the question, but the question is 

have offered it? ·. how much will the people be permitted to do themselves, whether 
Mr. LOWREY. I left it with the committee. or not this can be altogether a reclamation project or how mucll 
Mr. DEMPSEY. The committee has taken no action as a of it is naviiwtion. 

committee in regard to it, but I am going to ask for some The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from l\fissis· 
information. sippi has expired. 

1\1r. LONGWORTH. The gentleman from l\Iississi_ppi says Mr. MONDELL. l\lr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
it was authorized by the committee. amendment. I want to ask the gentleman from Mississippi 

'Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The gentleman from Connecti· [l\fr. SrssoN) this question: Does he not think, if we are going 
cut said he presented a committee amendment, and the gentle- to legislate for rivers and harbors, that it would be well to 
man from Mississippi said that he got the amendment from the keep the river and harbor bill free from drainage and redama-
gentleman from Connecticut. tion projects? 

Mr. LOWREY. I want to state · that I went twice to the Mr. SISSON. I think so. I agree with my friend about 
committee room with my map, and on yesterday morning when that. There is no difference of opinion about that. This thin~ 
they had their final meeting I went to present it to the full does not involve the expenditure of s. dollar by the engineers. 
commit~ee; but they were very busy. I had given it to the It is simply a question of a survey for the purpose of classify-
chairman and the secretary, and we had gone over it, and I ing the river and this work. . 
told them that if they wanted any further information I was Mr. MONDELL. I shall be very glad to support that in the 
ready to give it to them. proper place. ' 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Was the objection of the committee Mr. SISSON. This is the only place to put it. 
based on the large cost for such a survey? Mr. LITTLE. How is it classified now? 

Mr. LOWREY. I do not think it would be very large. The Mr. SISSON. As a navigable stream. 
citizens who have written me seem to want the Government to Mr. LITTLE. That is what is the matter with it, is it not? 
adopt some plan by which matters can be adjusted between You want to get it unclassified, so to speak? • 
the State and the Government. They expect to bear their share l\fr. SISSON. Personally, I do not care one way or the other. 
when they have authority to do what is agreed to be done. But it should be either declared navigable or not, as facts are. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I thought by the reading of the amend- Mr. LITTLE. That would be the result of this survey. 
ment that it not only called for a survey "\vith reference to this Mr. SISSON. I do not know what the result would be. The 
creek but to the tributaries, and it occurred to me that the engineers might say it is· navigable. 
eommittee might object to it by reason of the cost. Mr. 1\.10N"IJELL. It is not going to be the result unless the 

l\1r. LOWREY. I would be willing to have the tributaries Congress acts, because a navigable stream is navigable until 
stricken out. All I want is the survey of the stream. \t is declared nonnavigable by act of Congress. Some one 

l\fr. DEMPSEY. All I can say is that the committee has not stated he1·e in the course of the debate that one of the purpo8es 
had an opportunity to consider it as a committee. The gentle- I of these surveys was to declare streams nonnavigable. Tbat 
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could only result in case Congres acted, and Congress very 
infrequently act · along those lines. 

Mr. LITTLE. Is it not the fact that the folks down there 
can not do anything because it is a navigable stream? 

Mr. SISSON. That is correct. · 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, it is highly important that 

the river and harbor bill be kept a rirnr and harbor bill, free 
from questionable project . 

Mr. SISSON. But the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
does not want to give up· control of navigable streams, except 
with its own consent and on information obtained by their 
own engineers. I think it is right. I think it is the proper 
thing to do. I do not think it involves an expenditure neces
sarily of one single dollar, but I do believe the people down 
there have a right to know where they stand. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without -objection the pro forma amend
ment will be withdrawn, and the question is on the amendment 
pffered by the gentleman from l\fissis ippi [Mr. LOWREY]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
S1ssoN) there were-ayes 55, noes 25. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. l\fr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that there is no quorum present 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point 
of order that there i no quorum present. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] One hundred and four Members present, a 
quon1m. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio demands teller . 

As many as are in faYor of taking the vote by tellers "Will rise 
and ·tand until counted. ~After counting.] Seventeen l\Iem
bers have risen, not a sufficient number and teller are refu ed. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Cape Fea.r River, below Wilmington, N. C., and between Wilmington 

and Manassa. 
Mr. LYON. 1Ur. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The CHAIRI\ffil~. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 14, line 15, after the word "and," strike out the word "Ma

na a" and insert "Novassa." 

Mr. LYON. i\lr. Chairman, I ask to withdraw the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? {After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
·The Clerk read as follows : 
Mill Gut, North Harlowe, Craven County, N. C. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 

know something about the item on line 18. Who knows some
thing about Mill dut? 

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. That is within the district 
of Mr. Brinson, who died lately. I am sure it is in his home 
county, where he lived. I can not give the gentleman any in
formation, but simply rose because I knew that was o. 

l\Ir. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Can anybody give any infor
mation about this? 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Possibly the clerk of the com
mittee. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, a bill was introduced by Mr. 
Brinson to coyer this matter. He appeared before the sub
committee in reference to it. Personally, as I say, I was not a 
member of thi subcommittee on surveys and I ha\e no informa
tion in regard to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Is Mill Gut a creek or a river? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Does it not speak for itself? 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Apparently nobody else speak 

for it. 
Mr. GARNER. At least it will have the as.-.umption of inno

cence. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Are we to pa this item without 

information from anybody in respect to it? 
Mr. LAYTON. Move to strike it out if you want to do so; 

that is the way to do business, instead of delaying the passage 
of a bill reported by a standing committee. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Do members of the committee 
want this item to pass without any information? 

Mr. DUPRE~ We do. [Laughter.] 
Mr. DEMPSEY. In response to the inquiry of the gentleman 

from Kansas I will say in reference to these surveys-
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No; this item. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I may say in reference to this item it is 

utterly impossible for a committee to take testimony with re
gard to surveys and to preserve the evidence. 

Gentlemen who are members of t;bat subcommittee do not an~ 
of them live in the vicinity ; they have to take testimony and 
-act upon it as it appears to them at the time. They have no 

way of preserving it. They can not come on tbe floor of tlle 
House weeks and perhaps month later and remember the tes
timony. This bill was 'introduced the 7th dny of March, a · the 
gentleman from Kan as will remember. That is about two 
months ago. Testimony was probably taken two month before 
that-four months ago. With no means of preserving what wa 
said and with no personal familiarity with the subject it is 
very natural that gentlemen should not remember all the facts. 
It would be utterly impossible for any member of the committee 
to remember the testimony as to all of these items. 

Mr. CAMPBELL ·of Kansa . Was there evidence taken in 
respect to this? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The subcommittee obtained information a · 
to every item. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. And no record kept of the 
evidence? 

l\fr. DEl\fi>SEY. They do not take evidence in the sense of 
haYing the service of a stenographer, and never have. They 
simply have them appear before the subcommittee and state 
the fact , and the subcommittee reports upon the evidence 
which ls taken. 

l\fr. LONGWORTH. Is there a member of the subcommittee 
here on the floor? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. l\lr. Dupre i a member of the subcommit
tee, and he is at the ervice of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman from Loui "iana saicl he 
wanted us to take it without information. 

Mr. DUPRE. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
l\lr. LONGWORTH. He disagreed on the ground that tiler 

wa no information. 
l\Ir. DUPRE. All I can tate with reference to information 

on the ubject is that the gentleman from North Carolina [1\Ir. 
Brin. ·on] spoke to me about the item. I do not recall the de
tail · of the matter. He has departed this life, and it seems 
to me it is a very ill time for the gentleman from Kan as to 
try to make us believe he is a wit-which he is not. 

l\Ir. CAMPBELL of Kan as. The" gentleman from Kansa " 
would never endeavor to measure his wit with the o-entleman 
from Louisiana-at times. 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move to trike out tllc 
last two words. 

I want to see if I thoroughly understand this situation. A 
I unclerstand it, the Army appropriation bill, which pas ed 
the House and is now slumbering, possibly, in the Senate, car
ried an appropriation of $250,000 to be expended next ~·ear on 
. uch suHeys, or a portion of such surveys, as might thereafter 
be authorized by Congress. Now, is or is this not the fact, 
I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. DEMP EY]? The 
Secretary of War, being authorized and directed to select cer
tain of the. e projects-in fact, directed to select them all 
eventually-would it not be pos ible to expend that whole 
$250,000 this year on the fir t 10 surveys provided for? 

Mr. DEJ\fPSEY. Theoretically possible, but not humanly 
po sible. That has not been the experience of the committee. 
You have to reach a deci ion, not in some absurd way, not in 
some impossible way, not in some way that the wild flight of 
fancy of the gentleman from Ohio might suggest, but in a way 
that experience with the matter in the past has demonstrated 
it will result in in the future. We find the present situation to be 
this: We have just looked over the surveys, and we find that 
there are 80 of them that have not been reported upon. That i 
all that are left at the present time. We find, for in. tance, a I 
stated a few minutes ago. a report on Newark Bay, a very im
portant project, indeed, one of the most important in the United 
States, was sent to the engineers for reexamination perhap six 
\\eeks ago. It pas ed through the di trict engineer, the Board 
of Engineers, the Chief of Engineers, and was back on the 
Speaker's de: k within probably two to three week from the 
time that it was rereferred. So experience demon trate two 
things. 

First, that within the appropriation which ha. been made 
annually for many years, and which is about the amount that 
was appropriated this year, the surveys, whatever their num
ber-and in most year the number is much larger than tbi 
year, generally two or three time. as many-are made within 
the appropriation, and the reports are made with rea onable 
dispatch. 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Surely if the gentleman will pardon 
me, some of these surveys will take more than a year. 

~fr. DEMPSEY. Now, coming to the second que tion a to 
whether the engineers would arbitrarily select the fir t 10 ·ur
veys in the bill--

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not think they would, of course. 
Mr. DEl\IPSEY. Or select any 10-



1922. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 7311 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Any 10. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. What the engineers would do is what they 

have done in the past. When they found a survey was as impor
tant as the Newark Bay project-and I ccmld call attention to a 
number of projects in the present bill where our experience 
has been similar to that with the Newark Bay project-they select 
surveys that are important to the commerce of the country
they see that those surveys are reported on promptly and returned 
to the Speaker's desk at the earlieSt date possible. The others, 
that are relatively unimportant, they see if they have the data, 
which they can gatlier in the office of ·the Chief of Engineers, 
from geographies, from encyclopedias, by writing letters to 
the district engineers, and get such information as they can 
get from them. The testimony before the committee is and 
always has been that with a great number of the smaller sur
veys they get their data and make up the report without finding 
it necessary to go upon the ground. So two things result. 
First, as I say, they can not exceed the appropriation, and 
within the appropriation they are able to report promptly upon 
all of the surveys included in the bill, and they are taken up 
in the order of their importance. I again call attention to the 
fact that while this bill started out with an attack upon the 
surveys which are of trivial importance there is much in this 
bill that is of vital importance to this country. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I agree with the gentleman. 
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chafrman, I rise in opposition to the 

amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. Chairman, it seems that it is nearly 6 o'clock, and I do 

not think the House has been treated at this session with the 
kind of performance that we have seen here this afternoon. 
[Applause.] You Republicans are always talking about disor
ganization. How can you expect the Republican Party in the 
House to stay organized when you have a unanimous report 
from a standing- committee of the House, the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors; you have a steering committee that passed 
upon the proposition of its consideration, composed of the gen
tleman from Ohio and others; a rule brought in by the Com
mittee on Rules, a partisan committee, and a unanimous report; 
and then you have the leader of the Republican Party here 
attacking the bill on the floor of the House? [Applause.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARNER. Certainly. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. The only question that I have asked, the 

only opposition I have made to this in any way, was to an 
amendment or two introduced on the floor of the House. 

1\fr. GARNER. The gentleman is attacking an amendment 
that was already in the bill. 

M.r. LONGWORTH. The gentleman did not attack it. 
Mr. GARNER. The gentleman from Wyoming dicL 
Mr. MONDELL. The "gentleman from Wyoming " did noth

ing of the kind. The " gentleman from Wyoming " asked for 
information. 

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman from Texas yield? 
Mr. GARNER. Certainly. 
1\!r. LAYTON. It is just as plain as the nose on another 

man's face only 2 feet away that certain gentlemen in this 
House have been endeavoring to delay the passage of this bill. 

:Mr. GARNER. I can understand how they can delay the 
passage, bnt can not understand, to save my life. how the 
Republican organization, through its leader, through its chair
man of the Rules Committee, through one of the most influen
tial men on the steering committee, will undertake to repudiate 
your own action. You talk about keeping your organization 
together. If we did that on Gur side of the House, if we would 
not keep together, we would beat the motion. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARNER. Certainly. 
Mr. BEGG. Does it worry the gentleman much? 
Mr. GARNER. It worries me to the extent that you are 

keeping me after 6 o'clock. 
Mr. BEGG. If the gentleman wants a quorum, I will call 

for one. -
Mr. GARNER. The Chairman always counts a quorum. I 

merely rise to call attention to the fact when the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL], the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. CAMPBELL], and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LONG
WORTH] refuse to stand with the organization. I think it 
proper to call attention to their performance here this after
noon. It will not lie in their mouths in the futuL'e to chide their 
brethren for not following their organization, because they have 
repudiated their own action. I think the attention of the 
country ought to be called to it. It only emphasizes the disor
ganization of the Republican Party throughout the country. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

:rtfr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that there is no 
quorum present. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is quite proper for the gentleman from 
Texas to lecture this side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr: BEGG] 
withhold his point of no quorum? 

Mr. BEGG. I will withdraw it. 
1\Ir. MONDELL. The gentleman from Texas has not stated 

the facts quite accurately. It was said that at the beginning 
of the discussion an attack was made on a survey item. An in
quiry was made. When did it occur that an inquiry in regard 
to a provision in a bill was an attack? Have we reached the 
point where gentlemen may not make inquiries in regard to 
l~gislation pending before the House without . being charged 
with making an attack upon it? 

Now, "the gentleman from Wyoming" has ~ndeavored to aid 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to bring in a bill. The 
gentl.eman has cooperated with the committee to that end. 
But members of the Committee of the Whole are ·entitled to 
know the facts. When a lot of items are offered from the 
floor in regard to which it is confessed that we have received 
no information: certainly gentlemen can not be criticized if 
they insist that that is not the proper procedure. 

So far as " the gentleman from Wyoming " is concerned, he 
hopes that this committee will keep its bill defendable. It is 
true the committee put on a drainage item a moment ago, and 
other items will be offered, no doubt. The gentleman desires 
to support the bill, but notwithstanding the majority that ap
pears to be interested in these items, I think it is in the in
terest of the country as well as of the committee that this 
bill shall be kept in some reasonably defendable form. At any 
rate, I understand ·that we are not to be called upon to vote on 
certain amendments that were to have been presented ; that is 
so much gained by the inquiries that have been made. [Ap
plause and cries of "Vote!"] 

Mr. DEMPSEY. l\Ir. Chairman, I simply want to correct one 
misapprehension. The chairman of the committee djd not state 
that the committee has no information. The chairman of the 
committee simply said that this testimony as to these surveys 
was taken about four months ago, was taken orally, was taken 
in the way it is ordinarily taken, and it could not be hoped that 
the members of the committee could carry in their minds all 
of the data for the long period which had elapsed. On the other 
hand, it is true that as to most of these items ample information 
has been furnished. Occasionally you can pick out an item 
where the members of the committee do not have a distinct recol· 
lection of what occurred so long ago, but they did deal with it 
fairly and intelligently at that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Tombigbee River, Ala. and Miss., and canal connecting the Tombigbee 

and Mississippi Rivers. 

M-r. DUPR~. Mr. Chairman, by direction of the committee I 
offer the following amen<lment. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DuPrU'l : On page 15, between Itnes 12 and 

13, insert the following paragraphs : 
"Waterway from Bayou Teche, La., to the Mermenteau River. 
"Waterway from Lake Charles, La., to the Sabine River, Tex. :md 

La., through the Calcasieu River and the Intercoastal Waterway from 
Calcasieu River, La., to the Sabine River, Tex. and La." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. We had not reached that point, bad we? 
The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order that the gen-

tleman makes? 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. That we had not reached that point in 

the reading. 
The CHAIRl\1.AN. We had. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Do I understand the gentleman fr~m 

Louisiana to say that this is by direction of the committee? 
Mr. DUPRE. By direction of the Committee on Rivers awl 

Harbors. 
l\fr. LONGWORTH. The full committee. 
Mr. DUPRE. The entire committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is virtually two 

amendments, one relating simply to waters within the State of 
Louisiana and the other relating to waterways partly ill Louisi-

• 
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ana and partly in Texas; but the Chair thinks it is in order in 
this way. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

l\lr. MONDELL. Has the gentleman any information with 
regard to this particular waterway~ 

Mr. DUPRE. I happen to have some _information on the sub
ject, but I do not know whether the gentleman will avail hiJ?
self of the information if I give it to him, so perhaps he will 
let the amendment go through at this late hour without any 
further discus ion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follow : 
Rio Grande River, at El Paso, Tex. 
Mr. NEWTON of l\1i ouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol

lowing amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis ouri offer an 

amendment, whi~h the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follow : 
.Amendment offered by Mr. NEWTO ' of l\Ii souri : On page 15, be

tween lines 20 and 21, insert the following_: 
"Missouri River, between Kan. as City, Kans., from the upper end of 

Quindaro Bend, and Sioux City, Iowa." 
Mr. NEWTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer this 

amendment at the request of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
JEFFERIS]. We had it up before the full committee and the full 
committee adopted it. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. It is by direction of the committee? 
l\lr. NEWTON of Missouri. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Missouri. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Tillamook Bay and River, Oreg. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ml'. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. lliWLEY: Page 17, line 9, strike out 

"Tillamook Bay and River, Oreg.," and insert in lieu thereof the 
following paragraph : 

"Tillamook Bay and entrance, Oreg.; Tillamook River, Oreg." 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Deer Island Slough, Oreg. 
Mr. HADLEY. l'rlr. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 'I'he gentleman from Washington offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
.Amendment offered by l\Ir. HADLEY: Page 17, between lines 18 and 

19, insert the following paragraph : 
"Deep River, Wahkiakum County, Wa h., and entrance thereto." 
Mr. HADLEY. l\fr. Chairman, I '\\ish to say for the informa

tion of the committee that I offer this amendment on behalf of 
my colleague [Mr. JOHNSON of Washington], who is unavoidably 
absent on account of illness. I regret to say that I know noth
ing about the merits of the proposition. The amendment was 
handed to me this afternoon, and my colleague has been in the 
hospital for several days. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question i on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HADLEY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

· Entrance to Port Orchard Bay, Wash. 
Mr. HADLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
.Amendment offered by :M1·. HADLEY : Page 17, between lines Hl and 

20, in ert the following paragraph : 
"Skagit River, Wash." 
Mr. HADLEY. Mr. Chairman, this is a large river in my di~

trict, and there is an old improvement with reference to the 
local project; but I think the conditions of the river are such 
that there should be a general survey above the point where it 
has been improved. It will take some time to explain it, but I 
am quite sure that Members would agree that it is a meritorious 
project. 

The CHA-1Rl\1AN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington. 

Tbe amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Entrance to Port Orchard Bay, Wash. 

l\Ir. ROACH. Mr. Chairman, I move to trike out the la t 
word. I only intend to take a moment of your time. Thi 
afternoon when I offered an amendment to section 5 of thi · 
bill there was some confusion as to just what the e timate 
covered in the $42,000,000 appropriation that wa estimated as 
money necessary for river and harbor improvement. I have 
since that debate arose secured a copy of the printed e timate 
by the Chief of Engineers office setting forth the particular 
items that go to make up the $42,000,000 that was estimated to 
be the minimum amount required for river and harbor improve
ment. In those estimates are contained contracts for four ea· 
going dredges for use on the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, 
$3,000,000. . 

I call attention to that for the reason that I expect to make a 
motion _to recommit the bill in order that the amendment may be 
voted upon. I want the committee to under tand that if this 
amendment that I have offered is not adopted that we are 
taking out of the $42,800,000 fund the sum of $1,500,000, and I 
do not believe there is a Me!Ilber of thi House that intended 
that any um should be taken out of that. If the committee 
wants to take out $1,500,000 from the $42,000,000 fund for the 
con truction of dredges to go on the Pacific Ocean and Atlantic 
Ocean and thus rob the inland rivers of that amount, it is 
their right, but I expect to carry it to the floor of the House, 
because the $42,000,000 was inadequate to begin with, and it 
hould have been $62,000,000. I am not going to sub cribe to 

any bill that will take any portion of it, particularly a sum as 
large as $1,500,000, and spend it on the Atlantic and Pacific 
Oceans, and where it will not do the inland rivers any good. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee having completed the read

ing of the bill for amendment, and no Member desiring to offer 
a further amendment, the committee under the order of the 
House will rise. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. WALSH, Speaker pro 
tempore, having taken the chair, Mr. STAFFORD, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 10766, nutho1izing the construction, repair, and preserva
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purpose , and having adopted sundry amendments, he re
ported the bill back to the House with the amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there a demand for a sepa
rate yote on any amendment? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote 
on all the amendments to section 9. In the interest of the 
speedy passage of the bill, I ask unanimous consent that they 
may be voted on en bloc. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that the amendments to section 9 be voted 
upon en bloc. Is there objection? 

There wa no objection. 
Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum is 

present. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio 

make· the point that no quorum i present. Evidently there is 
no quorum present. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
STAFFORD) there were 44 ayes and 53 noes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wyoming 

asks for tellers. Those in favor of taking the vote by tellers will 
rise. Thirty-six Members have arisen, not a sufficient number, 
and tellers are refused. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The question was taken, and the motion was rejected . 
l\f.r. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request is not in order, 

as there is no quorum present. 
Mr. STAFFORD. No business can be transacted until a 

quorum i present. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 

is correct. . 
Mr. GARNER. :J\Ir. Speaker, having no quorum pre ent, and 

the House having refused to adjourn, I guess we will all be 
seated to await developments by the gentleman from Wyoming. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that in 
the absence of a quorum the House can vote to adjourn, can 
order a call of the House, and order the Sergeant at Arms to 
bring in the absentees. ·No other business is in order. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 

l\lr. MONDELL. l\fr. Speaker, I renew the motion that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Tlie question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BilKLEY) there wer~ayes 68, noes 28. 

So the motion was agreed to. Accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Satur
day, ~lay 20, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COl\IMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
613. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secre

tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engi
neers, reports on preliminary examination and a partial survey 
>f Tennessee River and tributaries, in North Carolina, Tennessee, 
Alabama, and Kentucky (H. Doc. No. 319), was taken from the 
Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har
bor · and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS Al~D 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. BLAND of Indiana: Committee on Industrial Arts and 

Expositions. H. J. Res. 170. A joint resolution to approve the 
holding of a national and international exhibition in the city 
of Philadelphia in 1926 as an appropriate celebration of the 
one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the signing of the Decla
ration of Independence ; with amendments ( Rept. No. 1017). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

1\lr. BLAND of Indiana : Committee on Industrial Arts anu 
Expositions. S. J. Res. 173. A joint resolution authorizing the 
President to appoint a commission to represent the GoYernment 
of the United States at the centennial celebration of the inde
pendence of Brazil, to be held at Rio de Janeiro in September 
next; with amendments (Rept. No. 1018). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9218. 
A bill to incorporate the American Mathematical Society; with 
an amendment (Rept. No. 1019). Referred to the House Cal
endar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on the Post 

Office and Post Roads was discharged from the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 6339) for the relief of Carrol A. Dickson, and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 11706) granting a certain 

right of way with authority to improve the same across the old 
canal right of way between Lakes Union and Washington, King 
County, Wash.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\fr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 11707) to regulate 
interstate commerce in the products of child labor; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 328) reappro
priating $150,000 for completing construction of a diversion dam 
on the Gila River Indian Reservation, Ariz.; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. , 

By l\Ir. LEH.LEACH: Joint resolution (H. J. Iles. 329) au
thorizing the President to require the United States Sugar 
Equalization Board (Inc.) to take over and adjust the importa
tion or importations of sugar from the Argentine Republic, 
which importation or importations were made at the request of 
the Department of Justice to relieve the shortage during the 
year 1920, and direct the said board to pay the losses sustained 
on such importations; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAMMER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 330) to au
thorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to effect 
daylight saving; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Kentucky, urging the same relief for those who 
lost in the operation of their business during the year 1920 
regarding tax exemption as those who lost during the years 
1919 or 1921; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAREW: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Kentucky regarding tax exemption to those who lost in the 
operation of their business during the year 1920 the same as 
those who lost during the year 1919 or 1921; to the Committee 
on Ways and l\feans. 

By Mr. KISSEL: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Kentucky regarding tax exemption to those who lost in the 
operation of their business during the year 1920 , the same as 
those who lost during the year 1919 or 1921 ; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and seviJ"ally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to 
John H. Hubbard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\lr. BROOKS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11709) grant
ing a pension to Sarah J. Heilman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\lr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 11710) to make 
a preliminary su~vey of the Wolf and Fox Rivers, State of 
Wisconsin, with a view to the control of floods, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 11711) granting a pension to 
l\Iary E. Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 11712) for the re
lief of Roland Webster; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 11713) granting a pension 
to Alice Hadsell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. l\IILLER: A bill (H. R. 11714) granting a pension 
to Francis M. Meadows ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 11715) granting a pension 
to WillHlm D. Gibson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H_ R. 11716) granting an increase of pension to 
l\lary C. Bowen ; to the Qommittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. SCOTT of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 11717) granting 
an increase of pension to Brooklyn Hodges ; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By l\Ir. SEARS: A bill ('H. R. 11718) granting a pension to 
Clara S. Schuler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 11719) granting an increase of 
pension to Ann Starkey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11720) 
granting an increase of pension to Anna M. Miller; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 

5671. By the SPEAKER (by request): Resolutions adopted 
by the National Association of Builders' Exchanges at their 
last annual convention, relative to certain tax legislation; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5672. Also (by request), resolutions adopted by the Presby
tery of Boston, at Boston, Mass., indorsing H. R. 9753, to secure 
Sunday as a day of rest in the District of Columbia ; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

5673. Also (by request), resolutions adopted by the Presby
tery of Boston, at Boston, 1\Iass., -indorsing House Joint Reso
lution 131, relative to polyga'my and polygamous marriages in 
the United States; to the Committee on the .Judiciary. 

5674. Also (by request), resolutions adopted by the Presby
tery of Boston, at Boston, Mass., indorsing Senate Joint Reso
lution 31, relative to regulating marriage and divorce in the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5675. By Mr. ANSORGE: Petition of the National Repub
lican Club, New York City, congratulating President Harding 
upon his appeal to Congress to maintain a United States Navy 
strength of 86,000 men and favoring a minimum strength of 
150,000 men for the United States Army; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

5676. Also, petition of J. F. Bingham Lodge, No. 155, Broth
erhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, indorsing H. R. 
10798; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5677. By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Illinois, in 
behalf of an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting Congress 
from making appropriations for sectarian use; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

5678. Also, petition of citizens of Illinois, for an amendment 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

5679. Also, petition of citizens of Illinois, praying for adop
tion of a constitutional amendment authorizing Congress to 
enact uniform laws on the subject of marriage and divorce· to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ' 

5680. Also, petition of citizens of Illinois, for adoption of 
H. R. 9753; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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5681. By 1\Ir. COOPER of Ohio: Petition of Mrs. -Hattie J. 
Kamenetzsky and other -residents .of Youngstown, Ohio, urging 
the Tecognition of Palestine as the Jewish homeland; to the 
Committee·on Foreign Affairs. 

5682. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Salesman's Associa· 
tion of the American Chemical Industry, favoring a tariff based 
on American valuation; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

5683. By Mr. GRAHilI of Illinois: Petition of Mrs. Jennie G. 
Morgan and others, -relative to ·senate bill 3083-; to the Com
mittee on the Distri'Ct _of Columbia. • 

5684. By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Resolutions 
adopted by the Presbytery of Huron at Madison, S. Dak., in
dorsing Senate Joint Resolution 31, Telative to uniform laws 
on the subject of marriage and divorce; to the Commi«ee on 
the Judiciary. 

5685. Also, resolutions adopted by the Presbytery of Huron 
at Madison, S. Dak., relative to prohibiting polygamy and 
polygamous marriages in the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

5686. Also, resolutions adopted by the Presbytery of Huron at 
Madison, S. Dak., indorsing House bill 9753 to 'Secure Sunday 
as a day of rest in the District of Columbia ; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

5687. ~Y Mr. KISSEL: Petition of the First National Bank, 
Louis\"ille, Ky., relative to Senate bill 3255 and House bill 9527; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

5688. Also, petition of the Metropolitan Dealers' Association, 
New York City, N. Y., "fav.oring the Stephens-Kelly bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. · 

5689. By l\fr. STAFFORD: Resolutions adopted by Milwaukee 
citizens at a mass meeting held at ~lankinton Hall, Milwaukee, 
Wis., May 15, 1922; to the Committee on Inte1·state and Foreign 
Commerce. · 

5690. By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of citizens of Minne
sota, favoring the bill to prohibit the manufacture of filled 
milk; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

5691. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Resolutions adopted by the 
Concordia Presbytery, United Presbyterian Church, at Man
hattan, Kans., indorsing H. R. 9753, to ·secure Sunday as a day 
of rest in the District of Columbia ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

5692. Also, resolutions adopted by the Concordia Presbytery, 
United Presbyterian Church, at Manhattan, Kans., indorsing 
Senate Joint Resolution 31, relative to regulating marriage and 
divorce in the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5693. Also, resolutions adopted by the Concordia Presbytery, 
United Presbyterian Church, at Manhattan, Kans., indorsing 
House Joint Resolution 131, relative to prohibiting polygamy 
and polyg.amous marriages in the United States; to the Com
mittee on ,the · Judiciary. 

SENATE. 

SATURDAY, May 20, 1922. 

(Legislative day of Tlittrsday, April 20, 1922.) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

Mr. CURTIS. l\Ir. President, I suggest the absence of a quo
rum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MosEs in the chair). The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Ashurst 
Ball 
Borah 
Branaegee 
Bur urn 
Calder 
Capper 
Caraway 
Colt 
Culberson 
Curtis 
Dial 
Dillingham 
Edge 
Ernst 
Fletcher 
France 

Frellngh.uysen 
Glass 
Gooding 
'Bale 
Harris 
Harrison 
Heflin 
Hitchcock 
Johnson 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
Ladd 
•Lenroot 
McCormick 
Mccumber 

McKinJey 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Myers 
Nelson 
'New 
Newberry 
Norbeck 
Oddie 
Overman 
Page 
Pepper 
Pomerene 
Ransdell 
Robinson 
Sheppard 

Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
_Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
·Watson, Ind. 
Williams 
Willis 

Mr. DIAL. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr . 
·SMITH] is unavoidably absent. I ask that this announcement 
may continue through the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty;..five Senators . having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

MESSA.GE "FROM THE HOUSE. 

A .message from the House of Representatives, by l\Ir. Over
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that ihe Speaker of the '. 
House had signed the following enrolled bills, .and they' were 
thereupon signed by the Presiding Officer [Mr. MosEs] as Act
ing President of the .Senate'l>ro tempore: 

S.1162. An . act declaring !Jake George, Yazoo County, Miss., 
to be a nonnavigable stream; 

H. R. 2193. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to pro
hibit the importation and use of opium for other than medicinal 
purposes," approved Februa-ry 9, 1909, as amended; and 

H. R. 11645. An act making an appropriation to enable the 
Department of Justice to investigate ·and prosecute war frauds. 

PETITIONS .AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. NELSON presented resolutions adopted by the Presby
tery of Mankato, Presbyterian Church, at Edgerton, Minn., 
fayoring amendments to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy 
and providing for uniform marriage and divorce laws, which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Presbyteries of 
Duluth and Mankato, Presbyterian Church, at Edgerton, Minn. 
favoring the enactment of legislation pl'oviding for Sunday 
observance in the District of Columbia, which were referred to 
the Committ-ee on the District of Columbia. 

Afr. CAPPER presented a memorial of sundry dry-goods • 
merchants of Salina, Kans., protesting against the propo ed , 
tariff duty on kid gloves, which was r~erred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Shawnee Parent
Teachers' Association, of Shawnee, and the Park School Parent
Teachers' Association. of ·Kansas City, both in the State of 
Kansas, praying for the enactment of legi.slation creatinO' a 
department of education, which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. . 

Mr. WILLIS presented the petition of l\Irs. L. Jewell and 
sundry other citizens of Toledo, Ohio, praying that only a mod
erate duty be imposed on · kid gloves in the pending ta.riff bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on .Fina.nee. 

He also presented the memorial of C. S. Zigler and sundry 
other citizens of Delaware, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation providing for compulsory Sunday ob· 
servance in the District of Columbia, which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Bills w~re introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. McNARY: 
A bill (S. 3628) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 

grant a patent of certain lands to Truman H. Ide ; to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands and Sun-eys. 1 

By l\Ir. CALDER: 
A bill ( S. '3629) granting relief to Red Cross nurses who 

served with the Army or Navy of the United States in the. 
War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions. l 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 
A bill ( S. 3630) to amend an act entitled "An act to amend 

an act en.titled "An act for making further and more effectual 
provision 1:or the national defense, and for 'Othe1· purposes,' 
approved June 3, 1916, and to establish military justice, ' ap
proved June 4, '1920; to the Committee on: Military Affairs. 

TABIFF BILL AMENDMENT. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON submitted an amenfunent intended to be 
J>roposed by him to House bill l7456, the taTiff bill, which was 
refen·ed to the Committee on -Finance and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. CALDER submitted an_ amendment providing for the 
improvement of Glen Cove Creek, Long Island, N. Y., intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 10766) authorizing ap
propriations for the prosecution and maintenance of public 
works on canals, rivers, and harbors, and for other purposes, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered 
to be printed. 

.AMENDMENT TO 'PENSION BILL. 

Mr. CALDER submitted an amendment intended to be pro· 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 4) granting relief to soldiers 

..and sailors ofi:he War with Spain, Philippine insurrection; and 
Chinese J3oxer rebellion campaign ; to -widows, former widows, 
and dependent parents of sueb ·soldiers and -sailors; and to eer· 
ta.in .Army nurses; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed. 
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